



ay 


7 
SPITAL 


8, 
ON, 
ses only, 


ER, K.G, 


nha healthy 
tation of the 
‘ailways, and 
LS surrounded 
ek, i 

rms may be 
under special 
1 Attendants, 
the Hospital, 
2spital ; or at 
les from the 


feuadd 
in a park 


ical Superin- 





1879-99, 


TREAT, 


om Inebri 


ESTER” 





TY. 
USE. 


ately. 


g Habit. 


SE, 
AM, 8.W, 
nment 

r a8 Private 
il and Busi- 
ng, Tennis 


[EN DENT. 
————— 


> 


w heres 








"Dee 16, 1905; ; THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





[Vol §0.} 103 








— 
ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED a.p. 1720. 
FIRE, LIFE, SEA, ACCIDENTS, BURGLARY, ANNUITIES, 
EMPLOYERS’ 
The Corporation will act as :— 
EXECUTOR OF WILLS. 
TRUSTEE OF WILLS AND SETTLEMENTS. 
HAND EXOEED | 


£, 5,250,000. 
Special Terms granted to ANNUITANTS when health is impaired, 
Apply for Full Prospectus to the Secretary. 
Head Office: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST|™ 


SOCIETY, LIMITED. 
THANET HOUSE, 231-232, STRAND LONDON, W.C. 


COURTS), 
. 24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 
EsTaBLIsHED 1853. 





(oPPo: 
REMOVED FROM Ni 


LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 
‘W. OSCAR NASH, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 


wing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
NSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenantsinclude a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates, 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 
FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


REVERSIONS BOUGHT. 




















- £4,700,000, INCOME - 
- £2,594,000, Business In FoRcE- £18,000,000, 





ight Hon. Earl H 
ee Mr, Justi 
His Honour Judge Bacon. 


atssurY (Lord High Chancellor of England). 


Masterman, Henry Chaun 
| Mathew, The Right Hon. 12 


J.P. (Devizes 
aoa 
Richard, Esq.,J.P. 


wyck, Esq., C.B., 


Jbl bib 





Saltwell, Wm. Henry, Esq. 
ie m. Henry, Esq 





VOL. L., No. 7. 


The Solicitors’ Journal. 
LONDON, DECEMBER 16, 1905. 





*," The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should -be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL, 

All letters intended for publication in the SoLicrToRs’ JOURNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 














Contents. 
CURRENT TOPICS .cosersesscesecsescesscesevene 103 | Law SrupEnrs’ JOURNAL .os.cscesseeceecee 114 
Tue Ricut to Work Miyerats Uno OBITUARY ll 
PuBLic WORKS  ....s000 EF TABOR FEUD x ccctevececoseccesevsesceoqnecens 114 
aes | Court PAPERS .....+-04+ voces BED 
CORRESPONDENCE cee -escee eveees | Wixpixe-up Noriczs .. worse LED 
Points To BE NoTED | CREDITORS NOTIONS ...000.00 00008 sseeseesees 115 
W BOCIBTIBG wocsce 21000 soeeverorccsccesesces | BANKBUPTOY NOTIOES ... sessee sessesssoseoee 116 
Cases Reported this Week. 

In the Solicitors’ Journal. In the Weekly Reporter. 
Attorney-General vy. North-Eastern ose Adams vy, Shaddock .01....0s00erreceseeeree 97 

Macmillan vy. Dent Dates Chany ont West 


Pollock, Re. Pollock v. Pollock ........ 111 Hartlepool Corporation, In re ......... 110 
















Rex v. Payne sccvesces -esccssesese ences weeeeee Gist, In re. Gist v. Timbrill 104 

Rex y, Somers and Others ........cssess00+ 112 . ei ss 9 

Rickaby v. Lewis ....s0.ssse:.. sss scorssooees 113 | Bex and David Davies........ sreverereensee 107 

a, A, Re. Ex parte The Law we Robbins v. Whyte ... .cseererccsseereneeercneee 105 
OEY... neeree + veererveererssesneseesessenees Scarborough v. © 100 

Bt. Neots Water Co., Re ss.ssscsessseserees 111 7 Sy 

Townend y. TOWNENA .....6.0--eseeeseeeseves 1o9 | Sir H. M. Stanley, In re. Tennant v. 

Vagliano, Re. Vagliano vy. Vagliano.., 110 Btamley ....00...:sesreeserserssesee sees seven LOD 





Current Topics. 


Lawyers in the Cabinet. 


Tue new Cabinet is remarkable for the number of lawyers 
it contains. Reckoning both practising and en 
barristers, there are no fewer than eight members of the leg 
profession among the nineteen men who are to control the 
destinies of the Empire; and, we believe for the first time in 
history, two of them are practising solicitors. This is a matter 
which should in some way be celebrated by their brethren. 


The New Law Offficers. 


THE PROFESSION are to be congratulated on the selection of the 
new Attorney-General. Mr. Lawson Watron, K.C.—who, we 
believe, was at one time understood to be the Liberal nominee 
for the post of Speaker of the House of Commons—has happily 
been reserved for an office which we believe he will adorn. 
Cool and “level-headed” in a high degree, he is known 
to all who have come in contact with him professionally as 
an exceptionally careful, skilful, and able advocate, a well- 
read lawyer, a lucid speaker, and a man of eminently sound 
judgment. In these days it is of ~ importance that the 
Cabinet and the Foreign Office should have such an adviser in 
the difficult international matters which from time to time arise. 
Mr. W.S. Rosson, K.C., who has received the post of Solicitor- 
General, although a competent and energetic lawyer, has yet to 
earn a reputation for discretion. Let us hope that he will succeed 
better in this task than his predecessor. 


The New Lord Chancellor. 


Tux APPOINTMENT of Sir Roserr Re to the Ceneine 
was a practical certainty when the office of Prime Minister f 


to the lot of Sir Henry Oampseri-Bannerman. If Lord 
Rosgsery had not joined the ranks of the “ unemployables,” it 
is possible that another selection might have been made. Sir 
Rozert Rew has, at any rate, been noted for a staunch adher- 
ence to his own political principles, even in the nadir of their 
unpopularity; and it is natural that the 7 should be 
received with favour in political circles. In 

not - popular; but we are not sure that there is adequate 
groun 
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seem to them to be somewhat novices in their special branch of 
the profession, and they pine for another Lord Carrns. Outside 
this natural objection, the principal criticism is that, since he was 
last in office, Sir Rosert Rem has been little engaged 
in actual practice in the courte, But all branches of the 
profession are rather too apt to overrate continuous professional 
success at the bar as a qualification for judicial work. A 
clear head, a grasp of principle, a firm will and a high character 
are really more important than either the forensic faculty 
of persuasion or the commercial faculty of raking in the shekels. 
The past career of the new Ohancellor gives solid ground for 
the belief that he is well endowed with these more valuable 
qualities, and that in his mastery of constitutional principles 
he is head and shoulders above his esteemed predecessor. We 
do not think it probable that in his case we shall find the editor 
of the Law Reports constrained to add to reports of his 
decisions.any notes with innuendoes that the highest judicial 
officer in the realm has not understood the first elements of con- 
stitutional law. Atany rate, Sir Ropzrt Rep comes to the wool- 
sack with a brilliant Oxford career, distinguished early professional 
success, and a clean and open record both at the bar and in politics. 
He is reputed to be averse from all jobbery, and hitherto his name 
has not been connected with avy scandal of this sort. It remains 
to be seen how far a brilliant Oxford Radical can rid himself of 
the shibboleth of the ingrained cread of that school—that every 
poet belongs of right to an Oxford Radical, and failing 

im, to an Oxford man, with all the rest of the world no- 
where! We rather imagine that no man ever reaches the 
woolsack without having been the subject of a prophecy to 
that effect in early life, and we have the following anecdote on 
excellent authority. In the middle seventies the late Mr. 
Sovurnaarte, Q.C., the well-known leader in the Rolls Court, was 
briefed in a Scotch appeal on a question of Scotch trusts with 
Mr. Rem, then of five or six years’ standing at the common law 
bar, as his only junior. After a very long consultation with 
Mr. Rem, the latter left, and Mr. Sovrncarr’s first words after 
his departure were “That young man will be Lord Chancellor 
if he lives.” Equity lawyers and conveyancers may note that 
this was the observation of a Chancery leader on a subject- 
matter of equity, with Scottish law added. They may also 
remember that when Lord Hatsspury was first raised to the 
Chancellorship they thought even less well of that appointment, 
and “quips and cranks”’ were the order of the day. They have 
cutlived that feeling and they may outlive their present 
dissatisfaction, 


Nominations of Counsel for the Crown. 


Ir 1s well known that, in prosecutions undertaken by the 
Director of Public Prosecutions outside the metropolis, the 
counsel for the Crown are nominated in each case by the 
Attorney-General. We have no doubt that the new and distin- 
guished occupant of that high office is fully alive to the impor- 
tance of only nominating counsel of position and experience in 
these important cases. It cannot, however, be said that 
the nominations of’ prosecuting counsel have always been 
satisfactory; though we should say at once that we 
have not heard of any example of a really bad appointment for 
some few years. But in the past we have heard of cases in 
which counsel have been briefed who were almost entirely with- 
out experience in criminal courts, and of others in which the 
counsel were without experience in any court at all, though often 
gentlemen of ability in other directions. The members of every 
circuit in England will be able to give examples justifying this 
statement, and the facts of some of the cases are not 
edifying. It has generally been in the early days of 
a new administration that the worst cases have occurred. 
Then the Attorney-General has probably not become sufii- 
ciently acquainted with the qualifications of gentlemen recom- 
mended to him but of whom he has little personal knowledge ; 
and political conditions have often much to do with such 
recommendations. It certainly is a lamentable thing for counsel 
to be employed in such cases merely from political motives, but 
we fear neither party is quite free from blame in this respect. 
Many counsel of good position on circuit are almost unknown in 
London, These it may give the Attorney-General alittle trouble 
to discover. We do not hesitate to say, however, that profes- 








sional qualities—and professional qualities alone—should 


regarded in these nominations, and that it is the duty of ty 


Attorney-General to find out suitable men for the work. 





Accidents of the Profession. 


Ir wit be observed that the new Lord Chancellor was calla] 
to the Bar three or four years after the ex-Attorney-Gen 
Sir Ropert Frytay, whose success in the profession has bem 
undoubtedly greater than that of Sir Roszrt Rem. Time ani 
chance have before now prevailed in the race for the woolsack, 
Lord AxtncER, in his autobiography, mentions that when hy 
was the undoubted leader of the King’s Bench and Northen 
Circuit, and accustomed to receive special retainers in cases tried 
at Northampton, one of these cases was unfortunately made 4 
remanet, and at the next assizes he found himself, owing 
engagements, obliged to return his brief. The solicitor, in 
some anxiety, asked for advice as to some other gentleman 
whom he should retain, as all the leaders of the Midland Circuit 
had been retained on the other side. Scarterr mentioned Mp 
Copizy as a gentleman who he believed possessed considerable 
talents. The solicitor took a day or two to consider, and then 
wrote saying that the case was of such importance to Lond 
Exeter, for whom he acted, that he could not think of placing 
the case in the hands of a gentleman so little known as Mr, 
Copter. Lord Axsincgr says that he refers to this case asa 
example of the position which Copiey then occupied in the pm. 
fession, and that he scarcely expected to see him in succession 
Attorney-General, Master of the Rolls, and Lord Chancellor, 
while he, Scartert, was still plodding at the bar. The reason 
for this reversal of the ordinary order of professional advance 
ment was not unconnected with politics, and so long as this 
country is governed by two parties who take their turn in 
selecting a Lord Chancellor we shall occasionally find that the 
woolsack is occupied by one whose success in the profession 
bears little proportion to that which he has achieved in the 
House of Commons. 


Reform in Parliamentary Drafting. 


Very Frew Acts received the Royal Assent during last session, 
and it is rumoured that the new Parliament is not likely for 
some time to make any considerable addition to the general 
legislation, as its time will be much occupied by two or three 
contentious projects. Some persons might think this a good 
opportunity for introducing a scheme for improving the mode 
of drafting Bills and revising them where they have beam 
amended during the debates. Our method of law making was 
criticised as far back as the reign of Charles the Second. Mr 
Pzpys, in his Diary for April, 1666, says that Mr. Pars “ did die 
course with me a good while about the laws of England, telling 
me the many faults in them, and, amongst others, their obscurity 
through multitude of long statutes which he is about to abstraet, 
all of sort, and as he lives and Parliaments come, get them put 
into laws and the other statutes repealed, and then it will bes 
short work to know the law, which appears a very noble thing.” 
Some attempts have been made to consolidate the different enact 
ments which relate to particular heads of our statute law, but very 
little progress has been made in reducing the length of our statutes 
So far as we know, English statutes surpass that of every other 
country in length. French enactments, such as amendments of 
the Oodes, are remarkably concise. American statutes also 
occupy a very moderate space, but the mode in which they at 
drafted appears to us to be open to some objection. It sh 
be remembered that few Bills have, at the present day, aly 
chance of becoming law unless they are introduced by some 
department of tne Government. The Government has is 
official draftsmen, and without blaming them for the im 
tions which belong to our present system of law making, they 
might reasonably be invited to make some proposals ‘for i 
improvement, 


Actions for Malpraxis. 

An action brought against a surgeon of good position for 
unskilful treatment of a fracture was recently tried at te 
assizes, but the jury were unable to agree upon a verdict. 
have no right or desire to comment upon the morits. of. the 
particular-‘case, but we cannot help observing that sctiom 
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against medical practitioners for negligence are often attended 
with great hardship to the defendant. It will scarcely be 
isputed that, until medicine becomes an exact science, the 
efforts of even the best informed men to restore their patients 
to life and strength will occasionally result in failure. And 
when any such failure has occurred, witnesses can always be 
found to assert that success would have been achieved if 
different treatment had been adopted. A jury with some 
natural compassion for the sufferings of the patient and 
with little or no knowledge of any peculiarity in his con- 
stitution which may have stood in the way of a com- 
plete cure, often decide in his favour without any - thought 
of the deadly injury they are inflicting upon the member of 
a crowded profession whose credit and position suffer from the 
mere fact that his skill has been challenged in a court of 
justice. At the time when the late Lord Corgrince was 
Solicitor-General, he was counsel for an eminent London 
hysician who was compelled to bring an action for libels 
published by a lady of quality who had charged him with 
grossly neglecting her son during his last illness. The action 
was successful, but the plaintiff never entirely recovered the 
practice which had been lost through these unfounded charges. 
Some years afterwards, a respectable medical practitioner in the 
western suburbs found it necessary to petition for a divorce from 
his wife owing to her misconduct. The divorce was obtained, 
but the petitioner found that his patients deserted him, preferring 
a medical attendant whose name had not appeared in such 
unpleasant prominence. We may add that an uncertain verdict, 
which often happens in trials by a jury, is little better than an 
unfavourable one. In France, Germany, and Austria questions 
as to bad or unskilful treatment by physicians are not submitted 
to juries. 


Receivers of Stolen Goods. 


Recervers of stolen goods were never considered under the 
common law as accessories unless the goods were received to 
facilitate the escape of the thief. They seem, however, to have 
always been regarded as liable to conviction as for a substantive 
common law misdemeanour. Section 91 of the Larceny Act, 
1861, however, provides that whoever receives property the 
receiving of which amounts to a felony “ either at common law 
or by virtue of this Act,” with guilty knowledge, shall be guilty 
of felony. Now, there are many offences of larceny which are 
not offences either at common law or under the Larceny Act, 
1861, but under some other Acts. With regard to such offences 
itisclear from Reg. v. Smith (18 W. R. 932, 1 C. C. R. 266) 
that an indictment for felony will not lie. On@*of these offences 
isthat of a wife’s larceny from her husband. Of course, at 
common law, a wife cannot be convicted of larceny of her 
husband’s goods. It is only under the Married Women’s 
Pooperty Act, 1882, that she is made amenable to the criminal 
law; and the Act operates so as to take away from her the 
defence she would have under the common law. In 
the recent case of Rex v. Payne the question has been raised, 
before the Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases 
Reserved, how a person should be indicted who has, 
with guilty knowledge, received from a woman property 
stolen by her from her husband. The question has been 

the court once before in the case of Reg. v. Streeter 

(#8 W. R. 902; 1900, 2 Q. B. 601). In that case it was held 
‘man had been improperly convicted when he had been 
convicted upon an indictment, under section 91 of the Larceny 
Act, for “ feloniously” receiving goods stolen by a woman from 
her husband. In agreeing that the conviction should be 
gm Waicur, J., remarked that in future cases of 
sort there might be an indictment for receiving at 
‘mmon law. The course suggested by Waienr, J., was 
Howed in drawing the indictment in Rex. v. Payne, and the 
er was charged that he ‘‘ unlawfully did receive and 
ve” property which.he knew to have been feloniously stolen. 
Upon this indictment he was convicted, and that conviction has 
upheld by the High Oourt, It is, therefore, now clearly 
tatablished that to receive, with guilty knowledge, goods stolen 

_8 wife from her husband is a misdemeanour. Another 
Point taken for the prisoner was that the indictment merely 
“ated that the property had been stolen and then received, and 
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was, therefore, bad as there had been no larceny at common law, 
and the indictment should have stated the circumstances in which 
the property had been stolen by the wife from her husband. This 
contention, however, was disposed of some years in the case 
of Rex v. James and Johnson (50 W. R. 286; 1902, 1 K. B. 540). 
There the prisoners were jointly indicted for stealing the pro- 
perty of the husband of the prisoner James. The indictment 
was in form an ordinary indictment for common law larceny, 
with the introduction of the contra formam words. The High 
Court upheld a conviction upon the indictment, holding that it 
was not necessary that the indictment should follow the words 
of the Married Women’s Property Act by containing averments 
that the prisoner was the wife of the prosecutor, and that she 
took the property while they were living apart, or when leaving 
or deserting, or about to leave or desert, her husband. The 
subject has therefore now been put on a clear footing, and there 
will be no difficulty in future in formulating charges of this 
nature. 


Copyright in Letters. 


Avy one who is in the habit of reading the biographical works 
which form so important a part of modern literature cannot 
fail to have observed that the practice of publishing letters 
written by the subject of the memoir has enormously increased. 
It may, with little exaggeration, be said that where very few 
letters appear in a biography, the omission is due to the fact 
that the biographer was unable to lay his hands upon a larger 
number. This being the case, we cannot be surprised to hear 
that the case of Macmillan v. Dent, in which Kexewicn, J., gave 
judgment on the 5th of December, has excited much interest. 
The action was for infringement of copyright, the plaintiff claim- 
ing under Messrs. Surru & Exprr, who in 1895 purchased the 
copyright in certain unpublished letters, written by Caaruzs 
Lams to one Rosert Lioyp, from Mr. and Mrs. Srexzps, in whose 
possession the letters were found; and, having borrowed the 
letters from Mr. and Mrs. Srezps to be copied with 
a view te publication, subsequently returned them. In 
1898 Suira & Exper, having registered themselves as the 
owners of the copyright in these letters, brought out a book 
in which these letters appeared. In May, 1903, the defendant 

urchased these letters from Sregps and his wife, who informed 
fim that they had disposed of the copyright to Surrn, Expgr, & 
Co. The defendant subsequently published a work including 
the letters in question, and the action was commenced, ‘The 
defendant, after action brought, purchased from the adminis- 
trator of goods left unadministered of Cuarres Laws, all h's 
rights in the letters in question. Upon these facts Kexewicn, 
J., made a declaration that the right of publication was 
vested in the plaintiffs. The learned judge considered that 
the case was one of some difficulty, and that it was governed 
by section 3 of the Copyright Act, 1842, which enacts that 
the copyright in every book which shall be published 
after the death of its author shall be the property of the 
proprietor of the author’s manuscript from which such book 
rhall be first published, and his assigns. By the common law, 
as it existed at the date of the Act, the sender of a letter retained 
a right of property in it which entitled him to prevent its 
publication without his consent, and the right extended to his 
representatives. The Legislature did not confer the copy- 
right, in the case of a book published after the author's 
death, on his representatives, but enacted that it should belong to 
the proprietor of the author’s manuscript, and this must be taken 
to mean the proprietor of the physical piece of paper with the 
writing on it. In the result the title of the plaintiffs was com- 
plete. It is possible that there may be an appeal from this 
decision and that the Court of Appeal may take a different view 
of the construction of the section. But the decision appears to 
us to be founded upon good sense and equity. The right to 
apply to the court for an order restraining the publication of 
letters is sufficient to protect the representatives of the writer in 
cases where there might bea reasonable objection to the publica- 
tion. But where there is no such objection to the publication, 
and the question is simply as to the right to the profits to be 
derived from it, we see no reason why the receiver or proprietor 
of the letters, who by his care has them from destruc- 
tion, should not be ina better position than the representatives 
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of the writer, who took no interest in the future of the documents. 
One or two letters have appeared in the newspapers suggesting 
that the decision may allow letters of a private character to be 
ublished after the death of the writer contrary to the wish of 
is representatives. But it will be seen that there is nothing in 
the decision to support this suggestion. 


Public Rights on Private Land. 


‘‘ THE EXISTING security of the tenure of land in this country 
is largely maintained by the fact that the owners of land behave 
reasonably in the matter of its enjoyment.” As a social truth 
this is obvious. Land is limited iniquantity and it is the natural 
inheritance of all the inhabitants of a country. But it is 
refreshing to find it stated as a legal maxim by Bucxtey, J., 
in Behrens vy. Richards (1905, 2 Ch. 614). Land is held, indeed, 
in private ownership, and owners come to the court to ask for 
injunctions against trespassers for the protection of their 
property. But the court—so the public who are outside this 
private ownership will be delighted to hear—only protects the 
landowner who is reasonable. ‘‘It does not follow,” said 
Buck ey, J., “that if the owner of the foreshore—say at some well- 
known seaside resort—came to this court for an injunction to 
restrain the nurserymaids from wheeling their perambulators on 
the sands or the children from playing on the rocks, this court 
is bound to make, or in the absence of good reason would make, 
such an order.” In Behrens v. Richards it was not a case of 
nurserymaids and children, but of fishermen. The plaintiff 
had bought land on the Cornish coast, and had stopped up the 
paths by which the fisher folk had been accustomed to gain 
access to the sea. ‘It is a matter of regret,”’ said Buck.ey, J., 
‘rather than surprise, that the inhabitants in these circumstances 
took forcible, although not justifiable, steps to assert rights which 
they conceived they possessed.” He held that they had not 
established rights of public user over the ways, and hence in the 
ordinary course the plaintiff would have been entitled to his 
injunction. But the learned judge declined to interfere with 
the harmless use of the land by the public, and at the trial the 
plaintiff appears to have acceded to his view. He disclaimed, 
through his counsel, any intention of preventing the fishermen 
from reasonably exercising their calling, or of refusing to per- 
mit the public to exercise reasonable passage to or from the 
foreshore ‘‘for the purpose of fishing or enjoying the beauties 
of the locality,” but so as not to interfere with his own user of 
his property, and this disclaimer was embodied in the judgment. 
Hence all ends happily, and ‘‘the existing security of the 
tenure of land in the country”’ is still maintained. A similar 
breadth of view did not prevent the decision in Brinckman v. 
Matley (1904, 2 Ch. 313), which negatived the public right of 
bathing from the seashore, but it is satisfactory to find the court 
making a stand in favour of the right of the public to resort to 
places of natural beauty. 


The Precedence of the Prime Minister. 


By 1H GRANT to the Prime Minister of a position in the table 
of precedence recognition is accorded to an office which, “though 
unknown to our constitutional law, is a necessary part of our 
constitutional conventions”: Anson’s Law and Custom of the 
Constitution, part 2, p. 129. So eminent a statesman as the 
late Lord Lanspowng even went so far as to say that “ nothing 
would be more mischievous or unconstitutional than to recognize 
in an Act of Parliament the existence of such an office.” The 
Prime Minister is simply the member of the Cabinet who 
possesses pre-eminently the confidence of the Crown, and to 
whom the Sovereign has thought fit to entrust the chief direction 
of the Government: Todd’s Parliamentary Government, ii., 139. 
Communications from the Crown to the Cabinet pass through the 
Prime Minister. Atthesame time, every head of a Government 
department has the right, as aconfidential servant of the Crown, to 
bring any matter to the notice of the Sovereign without the inter- 
position of the Prime Minister. The part of the Prime Minister 
is simply to exercise a general supervision. If any business 
peculiar to the department of one of his colleagues is submitted 
tirst to him, then the Prime Minister will refuse to take cognizance 
of it. The particular position in the table of precedence assigned 


formed by the ‘Lords of the Treasury,” who have no spegal 


rank in right of their offices. Since the beginning of th 
eighteenth century the Prime Minister has usually held the offig 
of First Lord of the Treasury, so that this grant of precedeng 
tends to give permanency to the combination. The responsibility 
of a Foreign Minister undertaken by Lord Sa.ispury, or thy 
duties of a Chancellor of the Exchequer carried out by My, 
GLapsToNE, are too onerous now to be combined with those of 
Prime Minister. 


Selling Cattle by Means of a Fictitious Law-suit, 
Srupents of English law are familiar with the fictitious pro. 
ceedings, such as fines and recoveries, which were formerly ig 
common use in order to transfer or secure real property bya 
mode more efficacious than an ordinary conveyance. It appean 
from an article in Blackwood’s Magazine that proceedings of a 
similar character in the transfer of goods and chattels hays 
been instituted in India. Difficulties had arisen in a remote 
part of Burma in obtaining a supply of beef for the British 
troops. The local chief, on religious grounds, had a strong 
objection to the slaughter of cattle, and none of his subjects 
dared openly to sell cattle for food. But the native clerk hit 
upon an ingenious plav. The dealer brought a bullock to the 
door of the slaughter-house and left it there, and the butcher 
issued forth, rifle in hand, and shot it, mistaking it for a wild 
animal. The owner of the animal then brought an action in the 
court, and was awarded the price he had already agreed to take 
for the beef. We can only suppose, in the words of Mr. Josxua 
Wiu1Ms, in his book on Real Property, that ‘‘ such a piece of 
solemn juggling could not long have held its ground had it not 
been supported by its substantial benefit to the community.” 


Power of Attorney Executed by Person of 
Unsound Mind. 

THE Law, since the case of /mperial Loan Co. v. Stone (1892, 1 
Q. B. 599), may be taken to be settled that, where the defendant 
in an action of contract sets up the defence that he was insane 
when the contract was made, he must, in order to succeed in this 
defence, shew that at the time of the contract his insanity was 
known to the plaintiff. But it is not so generally known that, 
in the case of certain instruments, proof that the person who 
executed them was then of unsound mind is sufficient to avoid 
them altogether, without regard to the question whether the 
condition of the person who signed was within the knowledge 
of those dealing with him. In Daily Telegraph Newspaper Co. v. 
McLaughlin (1904, A. C, 776) the Judicial Committee expressed 
their opinion that a power of attorney executed by a person who 
was insane was wholly void, and that a deed of transfer executed 
by a company in pursuance of the power was also a mer 
nullity. This decision was referred to in the recent case of 
Molyneux v. Natal Land and Colonization Co. (1905, A, C. 555), 
where the Judicial Committee considered that a similar rule with 
regard to the validity of powers of attorney was recognized by 
the Roman-Dutch law. 








Lord Justice Mathew is stated to be making very satisfactory progress 
Is it stated that the President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division will Been d sit in the Appeal Court in his place during the 
remainder of the present sittings. 


We are informed that a deputation from Lincoln’s-inn-fields attended 
the meeting of the Holborn Town Council on Wednesday for the purpose 
of presenting a petition to the mayor and corporation requesting the 
repaving of the roadway with “silent material’’ iv place of the noisy 
granite ‘‘setts’’ of ancient date and very uneven surface. The deputs- 
tion consisted of representatives of the following firms: Messrs. Peuning- 
ton & Son; Lee & Pembertons; Upperton & Co.; Valpy, Peckham, & 
Chaplin ; and Biggs-Roche, Sawyer, & Co.; together with Mr. 'T. Bowdel 
Green, hon. secretary of the Street Noise Abatement Committee. Mr. 
Herbert Pennington having handed the petition—signed by more that 
one hundred tirms and occupiers of Lincoln’s-inn-fields—to the mayor, 
Mr. G. Lawrence Stewart (Messrs. Lee & Pembertons) referred to the 
extreme desirability of the request of the petitioners being complied wi 

as the noise made by the heavy traflic on the badly-paved roadway wat 
very great and most disturbing to the many professional firms occupying 
offices in the locality. Mr. Stewart, who acted as spokesman for the 
deputation, also complained of other unnecessary noises that might be 
abated with considerable advantage to the community. ‘I'he petition was 





to the Prime Minister aes coincides with that formerly 
held by the Lord Hig 


Treasurer. The duties are now per- 





received by the council and unanimously referred to the Streets Committee 
for consideration. 
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The Right to Work Minerals 
Under Public Works. 


Aw important question as to the right to surface support when 
land is taken for railways or other public works has been 
considered by Farwett, J., in his judgment this week in 
Corporation of Manchester v. New Moss Colliery (Limited) (Times, 
13th inst.). Apart from the special provisions which are 
contained in the Railway Clauses Act, 1845, and the Waterworks 
Clauses Act, 1847, the promoters who purchase the surface 
without the minerals have the rights of an ordinary purchaser ; 
that is, they have, as incident to their ownership, a right to 
support from subjacent and adjacent minerals: Harris v. Ryding 
(6M. & W. 60). “By virtue of the conveyance,” said Lord 
CranworTs, C., in Caledonian Railway Co. v. Sprot (2 Macq. 
449), “the company acquired from Mr. Srror an absolute 
right to the surface of the land, and by implication a further 
right to such subjacent and adjacent support as was necessary, 
taking into account the purpose to which the land was to be put. 
Mr. Srror, on the other hand, retained his former right of 
working the mines, subject to the rights which he had impliedly 

ted of subjacent and adjacent support” (and see Filiot v. 
North-Eastern Railway Co., 10H, L. C. 338). 

Subsequently, however, to the creation of the undertakings 
which were the subject of the decisions just referred to, the 
Legislature introduced special provisions to regulate the relation 
between the promoters of public undertakings and the owners 
of minerals lying under or near the surface lands taken for the 
undertaking. Forrailways these provisions are contained in sections 
77 to 85 of the Railway Clauses Act, 1845. Section 77 provides 
that the company shall not be entitled to any mines or minerals 
under any land purchased by them, except the parts dug or 
carried away in the construction of the works, unless the same 
shall have been expressly purchased ; “and all mines, except- 
ing as aforesaid, shall be deemed to be excepted out of the con- 
veyance of such lands, unless they shall have been expressly 
named therein and conveyed thereby.”’ By section 78, the owner 
of mines or minerals lying under the railway, or within the 
pene distance, or, where no distance is prescribed, wit hin 
orty yards, if desirous of working them, must give notice 
to the company; and if the company consider that the 
vorking will damage their works and are willing to pay him 
compensation, he is debarred from working the minerals ; 
but otherwise, under section 79, he is at liberty “to work 
the said mines or any part thereof for which the company 
shall not have agreed to pay compensation, so that the same be 
done in a manner proper and necessary for the beneficial work- 
ing thereof, and according to the usual manner of working such 
mines in the district where the same shall be situate.” Corre- 
sponding provisions for the case where land is taken for the 
ta of waterworks are made by sections 18 to 27 of the 

aterworks Clauses Act, 1847. Section 23 corresponds to 
section 79 of the Railway Clauses Act, 1845, but the words 
authorizing the mine-owner to work the mines, in the event of 
compensation not being paid, contain the additional phrase 
“as if this Act and the special Act had not been passed.” 
And there is an additional provision, section 27, which preserves 
the liability of the company to an action for injury occasioned 
tothe mines by means of the waterworks. 

The effect of these provisions in altering the ordinary law as 
tothe right of support was settled by the House of Lords in 
Great Western Railway Co. v. Bennett (L. R.2H. L.27). “It was 
obviously the intention of the Legislature,” said Lord Cran- 
WortH, ‘in making these provisions, to create a new code as to 
the relation between mine-owners and railway companies, where 

ads were compulsorily taken fur the purpose of making a 
tilway. The object of the statute evidently was to get rid of 

the ordinary law on the subject, and to compel the owner to 

the surface, and if any mines were so near the surface that 

ley must be taken for the purposes of the railway, to compel 
to sell them, but not compel him to eell anything more. 
land was to be dealt with just as if there were no mines to 
considered ; nothing but the surface. That being so, justice 

ly requires that, when the mine-owner thinks it beneficial 





to him to work his mines, and proceeds to do so, he should be 
just in the same position as if he had never sold any part of the 
surface at all.” That is, apparently, he can, unless the company 
pay him compensation, work exactly as if he were still the 
owner of the surface, short, of course, of actually using the 
surface land. 

The passage just quoted refers to the case where a landowner 
sells the surface, but does not sell the minerals; in keeping the 
minerals he obtains also a right of working them which he would 
not have had if there had been an ordinary conveyance, outside 
the statute, of the surface reserving the minerals. If the com- 
pany, when the proper time arrives, do not then pay compensa- 
tion, the owner can work the minerals without being under the 
common law duty of leaving proper support. And this benefit 
which accrues to the owner of the subjacent minerals accrues 
also to the owner of the adjacent minerals which furnish lateral 
support, whether the surface of such minerals is taken or no. 
If the minerals are within the forty yards or other prescribed 
distance, and compensation is not paid, then the owner can work 
them, notwithstanding that he thereby withdraws lateral support 
from the land taken by the company. In the present 
case of Corporation of Manchester v. New Moss Colliery 
(supra) the plaintifis, who were the promoters of a 
waterworks undertaking, claimed that this result would 
be avoided if they purchased surface land and also 
the minerals underneath, and that they would then be 
entitled to the ordivary right of lateral support from the adjacent 
minerals. Section 18 of the Waterworks Clauses Act reserves 
the minerals out of the conveyance, ‘ unless they shall have been 
expressly named therein and conveyed thereby.” Hence—it 
appears to have been argued—where the mines are expressly 
conveyed, section 18 does not apply, and the whole fasciculus of 
clauses is excluded. ‘It is contended,” said Farws.t, J., that 
the exception in the section ‘‘has the effect of placing the 
undertakers, who have purchased the mines, outside the Act 
altogether, and in the position of an ordinary owner in fee.” 

Tke plaintiffs had purchased certain land, part from a Mr. 
Taycor and part from the trustees of the late Earl of Sramrorp. 
The purchase of the Taylor land included the minerals under- 
neath it. This land formed a sort of peninsula running up into, 
and on three sides nearly surrounded by, the Stamford land. 
The Stamford land was purchased without the minerals, and 
these became vested in the defendants as lessees. The plaintiffs 
constructed the reservoirs partly on the Taylor land and partly on 
the Stamford land. Their special Act prescribed no limit for work- 
ing minerals, and upon the defendants’ workings approaching 
forty yards of the reservoirs they gave the statutory notice to 
the plaintiffs, and when the latter failed to state their willingness 
to pay compensation, the defendants worked within the forty 
yards of the Taylor lands, and thereby caused subsidences of 
those lands and damage to the works thereon. Had the — 
tiffs possessed, in respect of their ownership of the Taylor 
lands and the minerals beneath, the rights of an ordinary 
owner, they would have had a right to lateral support 
from the adjacent minerals which would have made this 
working wrongful, and the action was brought upon the 
footing of such right. But it was settled by Aiiot v. North- 
Eastern Railway Co. (supra) that a conveyance made under 
the authority of an Act of Parliament must be read as if 
the sections of the Act were incorporated in it. Hence the 
conveyance of the Taylor lands to the plaintiffs operated only 
to vest in them such rights as were consistent with the Water- 
works Clauses Act, and if that Act created rights in favour of 
third persons, then the conveyance was subject to such rights. 
Farwewt, J., held that the mere fact that the plaintiffs had 
purchased the mines under the Taylor lands, and so were within 
the exception of section 18, did not exclude the whole 
fasciculus of sections, and consequently they took the 
Taylor lands, as well as the Stamford lands, subject 
to the right conferred by section 23 on all mineral owners 
within the forty yards area to work their minerals in 
default of compensation. The clause, said the learned 
judge, obviously applies to all mines within the yo ney area, 
whether they belong to the owner of the surface taken by the 
undertakers or to other persons. And the additional words, “as 
if this Act and the special Act had not been passed,” he did not 
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regard as differentiating the section from section 79 of the 
Railway Clauses Act. Although not there expressed, they are 
necessarily implied. 

It appears to be a strong argument that, if the owner of the 
adjacent minerals can only work them as if the general and 
special Acts had not been passed, he can only work subject to 
the ordinary duty of leaving lateral support, and it does not 
seem to be altogether clear how this argument was met. Before 
the surface lands are taken, the owner of the adjacent minerals 
can only work them on condition of leaving lateral support. 
Upon the surface lands being taken, he is at once 
relieved of this duty, and thereby gains an advantage at 
the expense of the company who have purchased both the surface 
land and the subjacent minerals. Hence the plaintiffs contended 
that they were being deprived of the right of support without 
compensation. But Farwett, J., refused to treat them as being 
deprived of any right. By the conveyance of the Taylor lands 
they acquired only such rights of ownership as the statute per- 
mitted, and these did not include the right to lateral support. 
‘‘ There is no question,” he said, “‘ of expropriating the plaintiffs. 
They are the persons with statutory power to expropriate others, 
and the real question is, What extent of estate and interest on 
the true construction of the Act have they succeeded in 
appropriating to themselves? I hold, therefore, that the 
defendants are entitled to work within the statutory area, 
whether they Jet down the plaintiffs’ reservoirs or not.”” And 
they were equally free from liability for the workings beyond 
the statutory area. It is for the undertakers to state in the 























































protection, and if they omit to do so they are not entitled to 
support beyond the area without paying any compensation. 

It appears, as we have already stated, that the decision confers 
upon the owner of the adjacent minerals an advantage which he 
did not enjoy before the land was taken for the undertaking, 
but, as Farwe.t, J., pointed out, thé company, if allowed the 
ordinary — of an owner, might use them oppressively. The 
waterworks company, he said, might purchase a strip of land a few 
yards wide with the mines below, and, by building the wall of 
their reservoir upon it, prevent large areas of coal from being 
worked without paying any compensation at all. Upon broad 
grounds, therefore, the effect of the decision may be just, 
although technically it does not seem free from doubt. 








Reviews. 


Mercantile Law. 


A Comrenpium or Mercantite Law. By Joun Wituiam Samira. 
ELEVENTH Epirion. By Epwarp Lovis pe Hart, M.A., LL.B. 
(Cantab.), and Ratru Inirr Simey, B.A. (Oxon). In Two Vots. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The numerous recent cases which the editors have included in this 
edition of Smith’s Mercantile Law bear testimony at once to the 
thoroughness with which their task has been accomplished, and to the 
continual development which this branch of law is undergoing. The 
first volume treats in successive books of mercantile persons, of mer- 
cantile property, of mercantile contracts, and of mercantile remedier, 
and the various subjects included in each book furnish a series of very 
concise and lucid expositions of different matters which the lawyer has 
to consider in dealing with mercantile affairs. Thus, under “ Mer- 
cantile Persons,” a chapter is devoted to joint stock companies, and this 
contains an excellent summary of the provisions of the Companies Acts 
and of the leadiog decisions thereon—such, for instance, as the present 
rules with respect to the allotment of shares otherwise than for cash, 
and the payment of underwriting commissions ; and the effect respect- 
ae, of a certificate of shares and a “certification of a transfer ” in 
binding the ———, with references to the recent cases of Ruben v. 
Great Hingal! Consolidated (53 W. B. 100; 1904, 2 K. B. 712) and 
Longman v. Bath Electric Tramways (58 W. R. 480; 1905, 1 Ch. 646). 
The subject of “ Mercantile Property” includes chapters on shipping 
and negotiable instruments. The former refers to the numerous im- 
portant cases which have determined the rights of mortgages of shi 
ruch as Black vy. Williams (43 W. R. 346; 1895, 1 Ch. 408) on the 
relative rights of registered and ea » mortgagees, and the suc- 
cession of cases terminating with Law Guarantee Society v. Russian 
Bank (1905, 1 K. B. 815) on the power of a mortgagor in possession to 
charter the ship ; while the chapter on negotiable instruments states 








special Act any area beyond the forty yards for which they require | 








the divergence of opinion as to the possibility of extending the list of 





such instruments exhibited by Crouch v. Credit Foncier (L. R. 8QR 
374) and @ olwin v. Roubrts (L. R. 10 Ex. 337, 1 App. Cas. 476), ay 
shews the acceptance in Bechwana Land Co. v. London Trading 
(1898, 2 Q B. 658), and Edelstein v. Schuler (50 W. R. 493; ] 

2 K. B. 144) of the more liberal view, with the result that debentury 
to bearer have become negotiable instruments. The various decigign 
as to what instruments are and what are not negotiable are very om. 
fully collected in a note (p. 241). 

Book III., on “ Mercantile Contracts,” with its thirteen chapters 
various classes of contract, forms the bulk of the volume. The currey 
reports shew how frequently questions on contracts of affreightment 
arise. The editors ascribe this partly to the number of new 
elaborate clauses introduced into charter-parties and bills of ladi 
and partly tothe establishment of the Commercial Court, which, as 
say, business men evidently regard as a satisfactory tribunal for th 
determination of their disputes. The chapter on contracts of affreight. 
ment has consequently undergone considerable expansion, and has bee 

rtly rewritten. Another shipping chapter which will be found t 
lee convenient summary of the law is that on maritime insurance, 
This discusses the various clauses now usually found in marine policies, 
and among the recent cases referred to is Greenock Steamship Oo, y, 
Maritime Insurance Co. (52 W. R. 186; 1903, 2 K. B. 657) o 
the nature of the implied warranty of seaworthiness upon 4 
voyage policy, having regard to the modern conditions of steam 
navigation. The chapter on the contract of sale has had to berm 
arranged and rewritten in consequence of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, 
It would be easy to go further into detail and to shew by the examples 
which are recurring every few pages how the present edition has been 
brought carefully up to date, but we have said enough to indicate that 
it is likely to be both useful to the practitioner and interesting to the 
student of commercial law. The second volume contains the text of 
the principal statutes on commercial subjects, such as the Companies 
Acts, the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, the Bankruptcy Acta, the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, and the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, though, 
as this does not come into force till the 1st of April next, the sections 
of the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Acts which it repeals have 
been retained. 





Books of the Week. 


Local Government Law and Legislation for 1905, containing the 
Statutes of the Session Annotated and Explained, Digest of all Cases 
Decided in the Courts during the Year ended the 30th of September, 
1905, and the Circulars, Orders, and other Official Information 
relating tothe Jurisdiction of Local Authorities Issued During the 
Same Period. Arranged and Edited by W. H. Dumspay, Barrister- 
at-Law. Hadden, Best, & Co. 


The Annual County Courts Practice, 1906. Edited by Wit 
Cecit Saryty, K.C., LL.B. (Cantab.), Judge of County Vourts, and 
WILLIAM JaMEs Brooks, M.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. Vol. I: 
Containing the Jurisdiction and Practice under the County Courts 
Acts, the Bills of Exchange Acts, the Employers’ Liability Act, and 
the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, and the Statutes, Rules of 
Practice, Forms and Tables of Fees and Costs. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The English Reports, Vol. LVIII.: Vice-Chancellor’s Court IIL, 
containing Simons, Vols. 4 to 7. William Green & Sons, Edinburgh; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Law Annual, 1906. Edited by R Grorrrey Ex.is, Barrister- 
at-Law, and Max A. RoBERTSON, Barrister-at-Law. William Green 
& Sons. 








Lord Justice Walker has been appointed Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
ee Thomas Shaw, K.C., has been appointed Lord Advocate of 
Scotland, 


The annual concert in aid of the Royal Courts of Justice Staff Sick and 
Provident Fund was held at the Portman Rooms on the 29th ult., and was 
a great success, owing in no small degree to the efforts of Sir John Gray 
Hill, ex-president of the Incorporated Law Society. An excellent pro- 
gramme was provided and 800 people listened to three hours of unalloyed 
amusement. There were present in support of the chairman, Lon 
Alverstone, G.O.M.G., Mr. McCall, K.C., Mr.v. F. P. Rawlinson, K.C,, 
Mr. Holman Gregory, who occupied the vice-chair, and many other well 
known members of the legal profession, Sir John Gray Hill, in the cours 
of a humorous and genial speech, pointed out that this society was formed 
for those who unfortunately found it necessary to live on small remunera- 
tion ; it was therefore a pleasure for him to say that they had a reserve 
fund of £4,500, and he himself at his own table had collected the hand: 
some sum of £100. The concert programme was a very extensive one, 
one thing to be said of it was, every artiste was true to his or her trust; 
Charles Collette, Mr. R. H. Douglas, Mr. E. B. Charles, Mr. Robert 
Hilton, Mr. Alex. Prince, Mr. Walter Graham, Miss Mollie Seymour, Miss 
V. K. Locke, and Miss Ethel Walker are sufficient samples to enable ome 
to judge of the excellence of the talent provided. 
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e d not — a cotinaret ype to be inserted in the course of the 

5 proposed estates tail for the purpose of excluding a class of persons 

orresp ondence not provided for by the testator.—RE Mortimer, Gray v. (RAY 


Sales Under Deeds of Arrangement. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.] 

Sir,—The decision in Davis v. Petrie, commented upon by you in 
the current number, appears to me to have been anticipated by the 
case of Powell v. Marshall, Parkes, & Co. (C. A., 1899, 1 Q. B. 710), 
which was not referred to in the former case: see the judgment of 
A, L. Smith, L.J., p. 712. 

The practical effect of these cases is that a trustee under a deed 
of arrangement must wait three months before acting as such. 

The importance of the decisions is brought home when one con- 
siders how frequently a trustee under such a deed sells freehold or 
leasehold property. 

I think I am right in stating that hitherto the question whether 
the deed had been duly registered was the important point. In 
future no completion of a purchase must take place within three 
months of the act of bankruptcy. F. R. B. 

Dec. 9. 





Lease by Tenant for Life—Notice to Trustees— 
Costs. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—Can you or any of your readers refer us toa decision in theccurts, 
or to an opinion of the Council of the Law Society, upon the point 
of whether a solicitor for a tenant for life lessor granting a building 
lease is entitled to charge, in addition to the scale fee, for the notice 
to the trustees or the waiver thereof required by the Settled Land 
Act ? SUBSCRIBERS. 


Points to be Noted. 
Conveyancing. 


Settled Land Act—Tenant for Life.—There is a ‘ settlement” 
for the purposes of the Settled Land Acts when, under or by virtue 
of any deed, will, or other instrument, or any number of instruments, 
land stands for the time being ‘‘ limited to or in trust for any persons 
by way of succession”: Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 2 (1). These 
words, it was said in Re Mundy and Roper’s Contract (47 W. R. 226; 
1899, 1 Ch 275), have no technical force, and, according to their 
natural and ordinary meaning, they include the case of a jointure 
and portions limited to arise on or after the death of a tenant for life, 
and the terms of years limited to trustees to secure them. Hence, where 
land is limited by a marriage settlement to the use of the settlor (the 
husband) for life, remainder to the use of his wifg to receive a jointure 
dming her life, remainder to trustees for a term to raise portions for 
children, with remainder to the settlor in fee, the land stands limited 
to or in trust for persons by way of succession and it is settled land. 
Moreover, the settlor is the person who is for the time being under 
the settlement beneficially entitled to possession of the settled land 
for his life within the meaning of section 2 (5), and consequently he 
is tenant for life for the purposes of the Settled Land Acts.— 
ve Serritement (Swinfen Eady, J., July 29) (54 

+i iv). 

Perpetuity—Devise to Unborn Tenant for Life with Remainders 
in Tail—Doctrine of Oy-prés.— Where there is a devise to an unborn 
person for life, with rem»iner to his children in tail, or with remainder 
to his sons in tail male the remainders would, according to the rule 
against perpetuities, be vuid. But in furtherance of the iatention of 
the testator, the court gives effect to the remainders as nearly as 
possible by enlarging the life estate to an estate tail, and the unborn 
person takes an estate tail or an es‘ate in tail male, as the case may be. 
This has been called the doctrine of cy-prés, or, more correctly 
perhaps, it is merely a rule of construction by which you sacrifice 
the particular intent to the general intent: per Jessel, M.R., in 
Hampton v. Hulman (5 Ch. D., p. 190). But however the rule be 
dermibed, it cannot be used so as t> carry the estate to a class 
or & portion of a class for whom the testator never intended to provide : 
‘Monypen: y v. Dering (2 D. M. & G.,p 174). Moreover, the court will 
not—at any rate in an executed trust—go further than to substitute 
a estate tail, whether general or male. If this would bring ia 
persons who are not included in the actual limitations contained in 
the will it is not permissible to make a new will by means of the 

n of ‘* contingent remainders or clauses of defeasance or other 
subtle devices’ so as to ‘‘ steer clear of the rule against perpetuities, 
and _ legal effect to the testator's intentions without either 
including any person he intended to oxclude or excluding 
My person he jntended to include.” Hence the coyrt will 





(C.A., Aug. 11) (1905, 2 Ch. 502). 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
TOWNEND rv. TOWNEND. No. 2. 11th Dec. 


Practicek — Morton ror ArracnaMent — Orper to Arrenp prrore Recis- 
TRAR — INDORSEMENT BY Reotstrar Fixinc Tiwe —Fartvee ro Comriy 
with Orper—R. 8. C. XLI. 5. 


This divorce case, which is re ante, p. 42, came before the Court of 
Appeal upon an appeal by Mr. James Frederick Townend, the respondent 
in the suit, from a decision of the President of the Division, Sir John 
Gorell Barnes, on a motion by Mrs. Townend, the petitioner, for a writ of 
attachment for an alleged contempt of court in failing to attend before 
the registrar to be examined as to his means under an order of the Presi- 
dent. The learned President held that Mr. Townend had clearly been 
defying the court, and accordingly ordered the writ of attachment to issue 
forthwith. Upon the appeal by Mr. Townend from that order the Court 
of Appeal came to the conclusion that there was not enough to support the 
motion for a writ of attachment, and that, therefore, the writ ought not 
to have been issued. They held that the case was governed by ord. 41, 
r. 5, which was a process embodying the practice of the old Court of 
Chancery as to the mode of enforcing obedience to an order, and should 
be strictly complied with ; but that order had not been complied with in 
the present case, and accordingly the order of the learned President must 
be reversed and the appeal allowed. The case having been put into the 
paper to be mentioned, 

Vavernan Wiis, L.J., said he did not wish it to be understood that 
the judgments on the former occasion amounted to a decision that all 
applications in the Divorce Court for writs of attachment must be made 
either under Order of the Supreme Court 41, r. 5, or under the practice 
of the old Court of Chancery as enacted by section 52 ofthe Divorce Act, 
1857. Upon that point their lordships reserved their opinion until after 
hearing the question fully argued on some future occasion. It must not 
be inferred, however, that their lordships were now throwing any doubt 
upon the correctness of their decision in the present case, and they could 
not allow the case to be re-argued in this court. If counsel for the un- 
successful respondent on this appeal desired to re-argue the case, they must 
go elsewhere, 

Srreiinc and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred.—Counsei, MeCall, K.C., 
Mansfield, and Wilioch ; C. W. Mathews and Grazebrook. Soxicrronrs, Sims § 
Syms ; Calkin, Lewis, § Stokes. 

[Reported by J. I. Sriguixc, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
MACMILLAN v. DENT. Kekewich, J. 5th Dee. 


Ooryricutr—Lerrers—Pvnirceation Arter Drata or AuTHoR—RestRawr 
or Puntacation—Coryrient Act, 1822 (5 & 6 Vicr. c, 45), s. 3. 


In this action a very interesting point was decided as to the right to 
publish certain letters written by Charles Lamb to members of the Lloyd 
family between the years 1798 and 1810. These letters were found in an 
old box, and were in the possession of a Mr. and Mrs. Steeds, Mrs. Steeds 

rior to her marriage being a Miss Lloyd. On the 5th of March, 1895, 

{essrs. Smith, Elder, &Co. purchased from Mr.and Mrs. Steeds the exclusive 
right of publishing these letters for £250, and had the loan of these letters 
for that purpose. In 1898 Smith, Elder, & Co. published the letters in 
a book called ‘‘ Charles Lamb and the Lloyds. In 1899 Smith, Elder, « 
Co. in consideration of £25 granted a licence to Macmillan & Qo. to 
publish these letters, at the same time tims agreeing not to give the right 
to any other publisher, and these letters appeared in a new edition of Canon 
Ainger’s Charles Lamb. In 1902 the defendants, J. M. Dent & Co., 
applied to Smith, Elder, & Co for permission te publish these letters, 
which was refused. In 1903, Dent having heard of the existence of some 
original letters of Charles Lamb, bought these sixteen letters together with 
other letters, from Mr. and Mr. Steeds for £250, Dent was informed at the 
same time by the Steeds of the assignment of the copyright in them to 
Smith, Elder,  Co., and the receipt given by Steeds was expressed to be 
given for the letters and also for any rights which he might still have therein. 
At the endof 1903 J. M. Dent published an edition of les Lamb's letters 
which contained these sixteen letters. Macmillan & Co. and Smith, Elder, & 
| Co. the reupon commenced the present proceeding s, in which Smith, Elder, & 
Co. claimed to be the proprietor of the copyright in the sixteen letters, and 
asked for an injunction to restrain the defendant J M. Dent from printing, 

ublishing, and selling any book which infringed their rights in the letters 
hn question. Charles Lamb, by his will, dated the oth of October, 1830, gave 
his property to his trustees upon trust to allow his sister, Mary Lamb, an 
annuity for her life, and after her death for such persons as she, if of 
sound mind, might appoint, and in default of appointment he gave the 
residue of his estate to Emma Isola, and in the event of her death to her 
children. Lamb died in 1834, and his will was proved by both of the 
executors, Mary Lamb died in 1847 without having exercised the power of 
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appointment. Emma Isola married Edward Moxon and died intestate on 
the 2nd of February, 1891, leaving only one son, A. H. Moxon, who took out 
letters of administration to her estate on the 3lstofJanuary,1905. A. H. 
Moxon, at the instigation of the defendant, J. M. Dent, took out letters of 
administration cui testamento annexo de bonis non to the estate of Charles 
Lvmb, and on the 7th of February he assigned all his rights whatever they 
were in the sixteen letters in question to the defendant for the sum of £10. 
The grant of letters of administration to the estate of Charles Lamb, and 
the assignment by Moxon to Dent were subsequent to the commencement 
of the proceeding in the present action. Section 3 of the Couyright Act, 
1842, provides that the copyright in every book which shall after the 
passing of this Act be published in the lifetime of its author shall endure 
for the natural life of such author, and for the further term of seven years 
commencing at the time of his death, and shall be the property of 
such author and his assigns; provided always that if the said term 
of seven years shall expire before the end of forty-two years from 
the first publication of such book the copyright shall in that case 
endure for such period of forty-two years, and the copyright in 
every book which shall be published after the death of its author 
shall endure for the term of forty-two years from the first publication 
thereof, and shall be the property of the proprietor of the author's 
manuscript from which such book shall be first published and his assigns. 
For the plaintiffs it was contended that the copyright in these letters 
belonged to Smith, Elder, & Co. for forty-two years from the time when 
they were first published. The Copyright Act, 1842, s. 3, made an altera- 
tion in the law. Before that Act the copyright belonged to the author and his 
assigns, whether the publication was in the author's lifetime or after his 
death. But this Act made a distinction between the two cases, and said 
that if published after death of the author copyright belonged to the pro- 
prietor of the author’s manuscript from which the book was published. For 
the’ defendant it was argued that the right of publishing these letters 
ought to have passed under the residuary bequest to Emma Isola, and 
through her to A. Hl Moxon, who assigned the right to the defendant, 
and that the right was now in personal representative of C. Lamb, and 
that the plaintiffs had acquired no rights through the Steeds. The pro- 
perty in the manuscript of a letter belonged to the sender (Pope v. Curl, 
2 Atk. 342), and the receiver had only a limited property in the letter 
sufficient to recover possession of the letter: Oliver v. Oliver. In Gee v. 
Pritchard (2 Swanst. 402) it was laid down that the jurisdiction to restrain 
the publication of letters was founded on a right of property in the writer ; 
see also Thompson v, Stanhope (1 Ambler 737), Duke of Queensbury v Shebbeare 
2 Eden. 329). In Lord Lytton y Devey (54 L. J. Ch 293) Bacon, V.C., held 
that a sender of a letter had right to restrain any use being made of the 
communication in the letter In Labouchere v. Hess (77 L. T. 559) North, 
J., expressed a doubt as the question in whom the property in the paper 
was, In Caird vy. Sime (12 App Cas. 326) the publication of oral lecture 
without consent of the lecturer was restrained, and stress was laid upon 
the proprietary right of an author in his unpublished literary productions. 
There is little distinction between oral lectures and letters. By the pro- 
prietor of the author’s manuscript in section 3 of the Act is not meant the 
owner of the piece of paper, but the owner of the composition upon it 
with the right to publish or to forbid publication. 

Kexewicu, J.—This is an extremely difficult question which may per- 
haps require to be solved by the Court of Appeal. The plaintiffs claim 
the right of publishing certain letters of Charles Lamb which were many 
years old, and they say that they have purchased the right from Mr. and 
Mrs. Steeds who were in possession of the letters up to ten years ago. It 
seems to me that, as th«re was no suggestion that these persons obtained 
the letters by theft or otherwise improperly, I must assume after this great 
length of time that tley were in rightful possession of the letters. There 
was no doubt that they assigned their rights of publication, whatever that 
were, to the plaintiffs, who had therefore any rights which the Steeds 
posseesed. It they had the right of publication they had also the right 
to restrain any other person from publishing. The defendant also 
claimed through the Steeds, and in addition he claimed through the 
administrator of Charles Lamb. His title which he derived 
through the Steeds is obviously defective because they had already 
assigned all such rights as they had to the plaintiffs and they had 
nothing left to assign to the defendant, and Mr. Steeds only purported 
to confer on the defendant such rights as still remained in him. As to 
the defendant's other title I do not understand it. I cannot see how the 
administrator of Charles Lamb appointed the other day can have any 
property in these letters, even assuming that tliey passed under his will. 
The defendants decline to prove their title, and they say that it is suffi- 
cient for them to shew that the plaintiffs have no title and that is a 
perfectly proper position for them to take up. ‘Therefore I have not 
to consider the question whether the right is vested in the plaintiffs as 
between them and the defendant, but whether it is vested in them as 
an abstract right, and that depends upon the construction of a few 
words in section 3 of the Copyright Act, 1542. It is not easy to under- 
stand this section, and it is necessary to have in view the common law 
as it existed at the time when the Act was passed. There is no doubt 
as to what the common law was up toacertain point Itis only neces- 
sary to refer to a few of the cases that have been cited. ‘The case of 
Cawd v. Sime (12 App. Cas, 326) was very much concerned with 
the peculiar circumstances of the delivery of oral lectures; the main ques- 
tion is accurately stated by Lord Watson on p, 343, He calls the right 
which an author has a right of property in his work, and the Lord Chan- 
cellor calls it a Tra right in his unpublished works. In Karl of 
Lytton v. Devey (54 1s. J. Ch. 293) Bacon, V.C., said that the property in 
the letters remained in the person to whom they were sent. It is perfectly 
clear that a certain kind of property is in the sender, but precisely what 
that property is and how it onght to be defined the cases do not say, Gee 








v. Pritchard (2 Swanst. 402) does not give any real guide. Itis sufficienti, 
ms to say that the writer who sends the letter has the right to prevent jy! 
publication by another. Now what is the meaning of the Act. } 
is divided into two parts, the first part deals with publication of books) 
the lifetime of the author, and it has been held that books include 

and provides that the copyright in any book published in the lifetime of th 
author should endure for a certain time, and should be the property of 
author and his assigns. Having dealt with that case, the Legislature wenty 
to say what was to happen in the case of a book published after the dea 
of the author, and it did not say that the copyright should be in the author 
his assigns or his legal personal representatives. No difficulty would hay 
been experienced in saying that, if such had been the intention of th 
Legislature. I think that it is fair to assume that that was not the inte. 
tion of the Legislature. The Legislature said the copyright of every bok 
which shall be published after the death of the author shall be the property 
of the proprietor of the author’s manuscript. Manuscript means thy 
which is written by the hand. In the case of a letter it means the actm) 
letter that was written by the author. In these days it would prol 
also be held to extend to a typewritten letter or to a printed lette 
if the author used a private printing press, or if the author usd 
amanuensis and dictated the letter, that would be written withiy 
the meaning of the section. It means that which proceeds from 
the author as his own work. It does not include a copy made 
someone else not for the author. It must mean that which 

the place of manuscript written by the author. If a letter was writtn 
and a copy made and sent, the copy which was sent would be the 
author’s manuscript. The next question was as to who was the proprietor 
of the author’s manuscript ; according to the common law there were two 
proprietors, the man who held it and who could bring detinue for it, and 
the writer, who had a special right to prevent it from being published. 
Did the Legislature intend to perpetuate that’ It seems to me that, 
having regard to the division of the section into two parts, and the careot 
the Legislature not to repeat in the second part that which it said in the 
first part, the proprietor of the author’s manuscript must mean the 
proprietor of the physical thing. ‘That seems to be the only legitimate 
construction I can put upon those words. I can only assume, there being 
nothing proved to the contrary, that Steeds and his wife were the pro- 
prietors of the manuscript of these letters ; there is no question that the 
book was first published from them. The plaintiffs, Smith, Elder, & Oo, 
are the assigns of Steeds, and I must come to the conclusion that the 
Steeds were entitled to publish them themselves or to hand them over to 
others to publish. Having parted with the right of publication to the 
plaintiffs, nothing remains in them save the right to the manuscripts 
themselves. The right to publish was gone, and therefore the defendant 
can have no right to publish these letters. I will make a declaration that 
the right of publication is vested in the plaintiffs Smith, Elder, & Co— 
Counset, 7. EF. Serutton, K.C., and R. A. Wright ; Danekwerts, K.C., and 
Sebastian. Sorscrrons, Cheston § S.ns; Surr, Gribble, § Oliver, for 8. Hosgood, 
Pershore. 




































































Reported by R. Fraxxuin Srormya, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, | 


Re VAGLIANO. VAGLIANO v. VAGLIANO. Buckley, J. 
CuaritanLe Grier —Income 

Fenn Wirrnww 

Setr.ep. 


6th Dee. 


J URISDICTION= 
ScurMe TO wE 


to Be Aprirep Ovt or THE 
Junispiction — Courr can Direct a 


Summons. By his will, dated the 16th of January, 1900, Panagh 
Athanasius Vagliano directed his executors within twelve calendar months 
after his decease, to pay to the London and Westminster Bank (Limited) 
the sum of £500,000 ster ing, or to transfer or deliver to the said bank 
securities which should in the opinion of the said bank be of the marke’ 
value of £500,000 sterling or of such market value as together with such 
amount (if any) as might be paid in cash would amount to the sum of 
£500,000, and he requested and authorized the said bank to invest such 
money a3 might be paid to them in such inscribed stocks and securities 
being the securities for the time being authorized by law for the investment 
of trust funds, but including ia such power of investment English Colonial 
Government securities, as the said bank might deem fit, with power from 
time to time to vary and transpose such securities. After stating that it was 
his desire to make provision for the charitable purposes in the island of 
Cephalonia as thereafter stated, he directed that all such funds and 
securities should be permanently held and retain+d by the said bank 
that the trustees or trustee for the time being of his will should not be 
empowered to require the said bank to part with such securities or any 
part thereof. He then directed the bank, after deducting certain disburée- 
ments, to accumulate during twenty years after his death 10 per cent, of 
the income for the purpose of increasing the principal fund and, subject to 
that accumulation, to pay the whole of the annual income to the trastee 
or trustee for the time being of his will. He then directed his trustees ot 
trustee ‘‘to apply the income to be so as aforesaid paid to them for charitable 
objects in the island of Cephalonia, such objects fo include the establishmest 
of or aid in the establishment of or aids to churches, hospitals, 
schools, and also from time to time assistance to poor and aged persoms 
for the time being resident in or natives of Cephalonia ” And he gave 
absolute power and discretion to his trustees or trustee in re 
to the disposal of such income for all or any of the purposes aforesaid, and 
as to such of the authorized objects for or in favour of which the sameo 
any part thereof shou’d be applied, and he authorized his trustees # 
trustee to depute any of such powers and discretions and to make pay- 
ments to any person or persous having or supposed to have authority @ 
receive money, without seeing to the application of the money so pale 
He also directed his trustees or trustee on the 3ist of December in every 
year to prepare @ balance-sheet shewing the application of the income of 
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the trust fund, such balancé-sheet to be entitled ‘‘ A Balance-sheet of the 
Charitable Bequest of P. A. Vagliano, deceased,’ and to be forthwith trans- 
mitted to the Greek Minister or other representive for the time bein 
of Greece in London with the request that the same should be transmit 

to and published in Cephalonia. The testator died on the 25th of January, 
1902, and the will with a codicil thereto not material to be stated were 


nad named renouncing probate, in the principal registry on the 
95th of February, 1902. On the 2nd of May, 1902, the executors paid or 
transferred to the L mdon and Westminster Bank money and securities to 
the value of £500,000 (less the amount of the legacy duty). The executors, 
of whomi two were resident in England and one in France, received many 
applications for grants from persons in Cephalonia. This summons was 
issued by the executors and trustees, and asked (1) whether the gift of 
£500,000 to the bank for the purposes and upon the trusts mentioned in the 
will was a good and valid charitable gift ; (2) whether the trustees had power 
to apply the income in all or any one or more of the ways following: 
(a) the erection of a church in connection with monastery of Aglicos 
Gerasimos in Cephalonia, (/) the erection, maintenance, and support of 


by three of the executors appointed by the will and codicil, one | 





North-Eastern Railway (Hull Docks) Act, 1893.. By section 4 of that Act 
it was provided that as and from the Ist of July, 1893, and subject to the 


rovisions of the Act, the docks company should be and was ¢ 
issolved, and the undertaking of the company was thereby as from 
the date of the amalgamation amalgamated with the oe of 
the railway company, and.thenceforward all undertakings now - 
mated should constitute one undertaking which should be the undertaking 
of the company. Section 7 (i.) enacted that notwithstanding the 


amalgamation none of the provisions of the Acts relating to the dock com- 
pany which if the am m had not taken place would have applied 
exclusively to the dock company in respect thereof should apply to an 

portion of the undertaking or to the railway company other than the doc’ 

undertaking or to the railway company in respect thereof; and (iv.) none 
of the provisions relating to the railway company which if the ~ 
sion had not taken place would have applied exclusively to the railway of 
the defendants should apply to the dock or the company in respect thereof. 
On the 15th of September, 1893, the defendants stopped the supply of 
water to the docks from the relator’s pipes and themselves supp water 
obtained from their pumping station at Hessle, which was on land occupied 


a lunatic asylum on the island, (c) the formation, erection, equipment, | by the defendants in respect of their railway undertaking. The plaintiffs 
and maintenance of a farming school for poor farmers of Cephalonia, (d) | alleged that this amounted to carrying on the business of a water company 
the formation, erection, equipment, and maintenance of a public commercial | and was wltrd vires. *The defendants cmtended that the supplying of 


and nautical school in Cephalonia, (¢) towards the relief of the suffering 


water to the dock was incidental to the carrying on of their undertaking 


poor consequent upon the outbreak of small-pox in the villages of Cepha- | and that therefore they were acting within their powers. The following 


lonia; (3) to have a scheme or schemes settled by the court for 
the application of the bequest or the income thereof. Counsel referred to 
Attorney-General v. Lepine (2 Swans. 181), Attorney-General v. Sturge (19 
Beav. 597), Tudor’s Charitable Trusts (3rd ed.), 127, and Tyssen’s 
Charitable Bequests, 290, 295, 300. 
Bucktry, J., held that the gift was a good and valid charitable gift, and 
that all the purposes mentioned in paragraph 2 of the summons were pur- 
to which the income could be properly applied by the trustees. He 
also held that though the bequest was for charitable purposes in a foreign 
country, yet inasmuch as the fund itself was in this country and was 
intended to be retained in this country by the London and Westminster 
Bank, and inasmuch also as two of the trustees who were charged with 
administering the income were resident in this country, the court had 
jurisdiction to direct a scheme to be settled. He accordingly referred it 
to chambers to settle a scheme for the application and administration of 
the charity. He intimated also that it would be desirable to appoint 
another trustee resident within the jurisdiction, and in the meantime gave 
leave to the trustees to expend a sum not exceeding £2,000 in the relief of 
smail-pox victims in Cephalonia.—Counsri, Buckmaster, K.C,, and North- 
cote; Sir R. B. Finlay, AG, and R. J. Parker; W. E. Hollams; A. Li. 
Marten. Sortcrrors, Hollams, Son, Coward, § Hawkesley; Treasury Solicitor ; 
Travers, Smith, Braithwaite, & Co. 
{Reported by T. Paxennam Law, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re 8T. NEOTS WATER CO. Buckley, J, 12th Dec. 
Company—Peririon to Winn vrp—ApjourNMENT—Srt, Tuomas’ Dock 
Oxrprr—l'oxm or UNDERTAKING. 


Petition. This was a petition to wind up the above company com- 
pulsorily, and was brought by creditors who had obtained a judgment 
against the company for £1,769. There were other creditors of larger 
amount who did not support the petition. The company was consti- 
tuted by the St. Neots Water Act, 1897, and was nogszegistered under the 
Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890. The petition was opposed by the 
company. 

Buckiey, J., ordered the petition to stand over till next sittings upon a 
St. Thomas’ Dock Co, undertaking by the company. Referring to the terms 
of the form of the order as given in Palmer’s Company Precedents, vol. 2, 
p. 123, Form 60, where the undertaking by the company is (among other 
things) ‘* not to consent to a winding-up order or any other petition, and 
not to wind up voluntarily,’ he ordered that the exact terms of the 
judgment of Sir George Jessel in Re St Thomas’ Dock Co. (2 Ch. D. 116) 
should be followed in the undertaking, namely, ‘‘ not to consent to a 
winding-up order on the petition of any other creditor, or to a voluntary 
Winding up,’’ remarking that although the company could refuse to 
consent toa voluntary winding up, they could not undertake that there 
should not be one.—Covunser, Clauson; E. G. Palmer; E. F. Spence. 
Souicrrors, Crowders, Vizard, ¢ Oldham; Batten, Proffitt, § Scott. 

{Reported by Nevitie Tensurt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY. Joyce, J. 

7th and 8th Nov.; 6th Dec. 


Rattway Company —Dock Companyx—AMALGAMATION—Water Suprly— 
Utrra Vines. 


This was an action by the Attorney-General at the relation of the Mayor 
and Corporation of Kingston-upon-Hull for a declaration that it was w/rd 
vires for the defendant company to supply a certain dock at Kingston -upon- 
Hull with water, pumped or otherwise obtained from their land at Hessle, 
forming part of their railway undertaking, for avy 4 gage connected with 
the dock, or to sell or supply water so obtained to any tenant of the 
defendants occupying premises within the dock or to any ship using the 
dock, or otherwise to carry on the business of a water company. The facts 
Were shortly as follows : ‘The Corporation of Kingston-upon-Hull were the 
Owners of waterworks and supplied water within their area under a 
ey owe Prior to the year 1893 the corporation supplied the Hull 
Docks Co., whose docks were situated within the city and county of 

ton-upon Hull, with water. In that year the undertakings of the 
Hull Docks Co, and the defendant company were amalgam ted by the 





cases were cited: Mulliner v. Midland Railway (27 W. R. 330, 11 Ch. D. 
611), Attorney-General v. Great Eastern Railway (28 W. R. 769, 5 A. C. 473), 
Attorney-General v. London County Couneil (1902, A. C. 165), and Attorney- 
General v. Pontypridd Urban District Council (55 W. R. 61; 1905, 2 Ch. 
441). 

Joycr, J., in a considered judgment, after reviewing the facts, said that 
on the evidence he had come to the conclusion that the defendants were 
not carrying on the business of a water company or supplying water to any 
person or for any purpose to or for which the dock company would not, if 
it still existed, be legally entitled to supply water as the defendant com- 
pany was then doing. The real question in the action was whether the 
defendants were entitled to supply their dock with water obtained from 
their wells at Hessle, which were yg om mek of the North-Eastern Railway 
Co. before the amalgamation. hatever might fairly be regarded as 
incidental to or consequential upon those things which the Legislature had 
authorized ought not, unless expressly prohibited, to be held to be wltrd 
vires. Moreover, any mode of enjoying a company’s own land is impliedly 
permitted if it is not inconsistent with the provisions of the compeny’s 
acts and is not an infringement of the rights of other persons. There was 
no question in this action of infringing the rights of others, and his lord- 
ship did not see that the defendants, in supplying water in the way they 
were doing were in any way acting in contravention of the amalgamating 
Act, or were doing anything that was «lira vires or illegal. Action dis- 
missed with costs.—Counse., Danckwerts, K.C., and Parker ; Nevill, K.C., 
Hughes, K.C., and Gutch. Soricrroxs, Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, § Co. ; 
A, Kay Butterworth. 

| Reported by H, Wotcorr Wanver, Esq , Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re POLLOCK. POLLOCK r. POLLOCK. Swinfen Eady, J. 9th Dec. 
Serrren Lanp Act, 1882—Tenant ror Lirs — Devise or Reat Estare 

to Wrpow untr. Re-marriacre Surnsect To Maintenance ov CHILDREN 

—Hexp to Conrer Powers or Tenant ror Lire. 

Summons. A testator, William Pollock, at the time of his death, was 
the owner, subject to a mortgage of £600, of a piece of copyhold land and 
a fully-licensed public-house thereon as well as other real and personal 
property. By his will, dated the 30th of March, 1886, the testator pro- 
vided that his trustees should hold his real estate upon trust for his widow 
“during her widowhood for the benefit and msintenance of herself and 
our dear children and the proper bringing up of the latter’’ with gifts 
over. There was a further provision that the trustees should 
permit and suffer the widow, under their supervision, ‘‘to m mage and 
carry on the business of a licensed victualler and to receive the profits 
thereof and to apply the income and profits arising therefrom in and towards 
the maintenance and support of herself, and the maintenance, education, 
and promotion of our dear children, or in their discretion to manage and 
carry on the same, and a income and profits in the same or the 
like manner.’’ There was & power to invest the testator’s residuary 
personalty in real estate upon the same trusts. The testator died in 1836, 
and his widow, until five years ago, carried on the business of the licensed 
premises pr rsopally, after which a lease was granted for a term of five 
years now expiring. It was desired to sell the public house in question, 
and the point was raised by a summons as to whether the testator’s widow, 
under the terms of the will, was a tenant for life of his real estate under 
the Settled Land Acts, or whether she, together with her children, to 
whom the remainder was limited subject to the interest of the widow, 
made up the tenant for life under the Acts. The court was also asked 
to order a sale and to give any directions necessary. Counsel 
for the widow of the testator contended that she was tenant for 
life of testator’s real estate under the Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 2, sub- 
sections 5 and 7, and s, 58, sub-section 1 (vi), Re Theaker’s Settled Estates 
(1898, T. No, 1250) was referred to, which was an unreported cass, where 
a widow was entitled during her widowhood to the income of real estate 
for her own use and benefit and for the maintenance and education of her 
children, and was held by the jndge in chambers to have the powers of 
a tenant for life under section 58, sub-section 1 wi). A 

Swixren Eavy, J., decided that upon the words of the will in the present 
case the widow of the testator must be held during widowhood to posses; 
the powers of a tenant for life under the Settled Land Acts, although her 
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interest i urdened with the maintenance of her children. 
The 2 gee a made, but before sale the price of the real 
estate and the price of the goodwill of the premises were directed to be 
distinguished and apportioned.—Covnset, 8. Deacon ; W. H. Cochran, and 
W. D. Rotch. Soxtcrrons, Radeliffe-Smith § Co. 

[Reported by C. H. Canpen Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
REX v, SOMERS AND OTHERS. Div. Cou:t, 12th Dec. 


Aieuwayrs—Ricnts or Way—Dectaration oF Roap To BE A PusLic 
Hicnwar—Consent or ‘Occupier ’’——ConstrucTtion—Hienways 
Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 61), s. 56. 

Rale nisi calling upon certain justices of the peace for the county 
of Somerset to shew cause why a writ of certiorari should not issue 
to remove into this court all and singular the orders under the hands 
and seals of the said justices, and bearing date on or about the 12th 
day of December, 1904, whereby, in pursuance of the provisions of the 
statute 25 & 26 Vict. c. 61, 5, 56, it was ordered, and declared that the 

rivate carriage or occupation road, as therein fully described, was a 
public highway to be repaired at the expense of the parish of Bleadon, 
upon the following grounds: (1) The said order was made 
without jurisdiction; (2) the General Estates Co. (Limited) are 
occupiers jointly with the Great Western Railway Co. of the said 
road, and their consent in writing was not obtained and they at 
no time consented to the application to the justices at petty sessions 
to declare the said road a public highway, to be repaired at the expense 
of the parish; (3) the provisions of section 36 of the Highway Act, 
1862, were not complied with, in that no consent in writing, as 
required by the said section, was obtained from the owners and 
occupiers of every part of the said road. The rule was moved at the 
instance of the General Estates Co. (Limited). The road in question 
was a portion of a driftway set out under the Bleadon enc'osure award, 
made under the Act 28 Geo, 3, c. 14. The Bristol and Exeter Railway 
Co. acquired the freehold of the said portion of the driftway, and the 
Great Western Railway Co. are their successors in title. By a deed 
of covenant dated the 7th of January, 1863, the Bristol and Exeter 
Railway Co. granted to ong Henry Davies, his heirs and_ assigns, 
a right of way for all purpdéses over the road in question for ever, 
the consideration for which was a payment of £50 by the said Henry 
Davies, and a covenant by him, his heirs, executors, and administrators, 
to keep and preserve the said road in good and substantial repair at 
all times for ever thereafter. The General Estates Co, (Limited) were 
the successors in title to the said Henry Davies. Subject to the pay- 
ment of certain charges to the General Estates Co. (Limited) for traffic 
other than foot passengers, the public have, for upwards of forty 
years, used the said road, which has been regularly kept in repair 
by the said company. The order of the justices was made on the 
12th of December, 1904, with the consent in writing of the Great 
Western Railway Co., but the General Estates Co. (Limited) did not 
receive any notice of the application to the justices, nor did the said 
company give their consent in writing. The justices were not repre- 
sented by counsel, but filed an affidavit, paragraph 10 of which was 
as follows: “‘It was proved to our satisfaction on the reading of the 
said consent (i.c., the consent of the Great Western Railway Co.) that 
the only rights which the General Estates Co. (Limited) had over the 
said road was a right of way which had been granted by the Bristol 
and Exeter Railway Co., the predecessors in title of the Great Western 
Railway Co.,tothe General Estates Co. (Limited), or their predecessors in 
title, and, further, that there were numerous other owners and 
occupiers of land on the western side of the Great Western Railway 
Co.’s main line from Bristol to Exeter who from time immemorial had 
had and exere'sed rights of way and passage for agricultural purposes 
over the said private carriage and occupation end. and we were of 
opinion that parties having a mere right of passage over the said 
roadway were not owners or occupiers of any part of the said road 
within the meaning of the said Act.’’ Section 36 of the Highway 
Act, 1862, is: ‘‘Where the inhabitants of any parish are desirous of 
undertaking the repair or maintenance of any driftway or any private 
carriage or occupation road within their parish in return for the 
use thereof, the district surveyor may with the consent in 
writing of the owner and the occupier of every part thereof, apply 
to the justices to declare such dr'ftway or road to be a public highway 
to be repaired at the expense of the parish.’’ Ceneadt on behalf of 
the Axbridge Rural District Council submitted that the General Estates 
Co. (Limited) were not owners or occupiers. Counsel for the rule 
submitted that the section was intended to protect the rights of all 
those who had a right of way over the road. The term “occupier” 
was used in many branches of the law to cover a person with such 
rights: Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Co. v. 
Wallis (14 ©. B. 213), Charman vy. South-EHastern Railway Co. (21 
Q B. 524). 

Tar Covert (Lord Axvenstone, C.J., and Lawmance and Ripiey, 
JJ.) dismissed the rule. 

Lord Atverstonr, C.J., in the course of his judgment, said: 
This case raises a difficult point. It must be decided on general 
principles of Jaw. It is contended that the consent of the people 
who have special rights in respect of a “driftway, or private carriage 
or occupation road,’’ must be obtained even though the right be those 
of a licengee or owner of an easement, not an occupier or owner of 








the road in the legal sense of ownership of the land, over which & 
road passes. My view of the section is that it deals with ceri 
limited rights over property which is nearly under all circumstang 
in the occupation of somebody else other than the owner. It 
to me that persons only entitled to rights of user ought to have nothj 
to say in the matter. There could be no right of compensation 4 
such a case; they still have the right of way, but now in comma 
with others. I think the section is dealing only with servient o 
who, in consideration of permitting all inhabitants of the parish 
to use the road, are to be relieved of the burden, if any, of maintaining 
the road. The rule must be dismissed. 

Lawrance and Riprey, JJ., concurred.—Covunset, Macmorrp, 
K.C., and Bonsey; Russell, K.C., and Mackenzie. Soticttors, Meqj 
d& Co., for F. Wood, Wrington; G. M. Percy. 

[Reported by Maurice N. Drucguer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


REX v. PAYNE, C.C.R. 9th Dec. 


CrrminaL Law—Wrire S8reaninc From HvuspanD—REceIvine Sropy 
PROPERTY FROM WIFE—FELONY oR MiIsDEMEANOUR—SUFFICIEMY 
or AVERMENT IN InDICTMENT—LaRceNy Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vicr,¢ 
96), s. 91—Marriep Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vior,¢ 
75), ss. 12, 16. 

Case for the consideration of the Court for Crown Cases Reserved, 
William Payne was tried before the Common Serjeant at the Novembe 
session of the Central Criminal Court, on an indictment of which the 
following is a copy :—‘‘Central Criminal Court, to wit: The jurors fo 
our Lord the King upon their oath present that William Payne on the 
sixth day of August in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred 
and five, at the parish of All Saints, Poplar, in the county of London, 
and within the jurisdiction of the said court, certain money, to wit, 
nent pounds of the moneys of John William Price, before then 
feloniously stolen, taken, and carried away, unlawfully did receive and 
have, he the said William Payne then well knowing the said money 
to have been feloniously stolen, taken, and carried away, against the 
peace of our Lord and King his crown and dignity.’’ It was proved that 
the money was stolen by Caroline Price, and that she was the wife 
of John William Price. There was evidence that William Paym 
received the money so stolen, knowing ‘both that Caroline Price was 
the wife of John William Price and that she had stolen the mong 
from him. Before the trial of William Payne, Caroline Price pleaded 
guilty to stealing the money from her husband. It was contended by 
counsel for the prisoner (1) that the indictment was bad in law as 
alleging the receipt of money stolen by a common law larceny, which is 
by statute a felony, and charging with receiving as a misdemeanour; 
(2) that the facts proved did not support the a alg as it did not 
state that the goods were stolen by a wife from her husband; (3) that 
the receipt of goods with knowledge that they were stolen by a wile 
from her husband was not a misdemeanour, The prisoner was found 
guilty, and the following questions were reserved: (1) Was the indid 
ment bad after verdict? (2) Did the facts proved support the indict 
ment? (3) Is the receipt of goods with the knowledge that they have 
been stolen by a wife lias her husband a misdemeanour? Counsel for 
the prisoner contended that there could not be an indictment for 
misdemeanour. ‘The prisoner might have been indicted for a felony, if 
the crime of Caroline Price had been a felony at common law or under 
the Larceny Act, 1861, vide s. 91. But this crime was made a felony 
by the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, ss. 12 and 16: Reg. ¥. 
Streeter (1900, 2 Q. B. 601). In that case Wright, J., suggested an 
indictment might lie for a common law misdemeanour, and that course 
had been followed in the present indictment. But a person receiving 
stolen property was, by an Act of 4 & 5 William & Mary, deemed to 
be an accessory after the fact to the principal crime, and King vy, Crow 
(1 Raym., p. 577) decided that therefore the common law misdemeanout 
was merged in the felony. Secondly, the indictment did not aver that 
the money was received well knowing that it had been stolen from the 
husband by the wife so as to indicate that the offence charged did not 
amount to a felony under the Larceny Act, 1861. The prosecution was 
not represented, 

THe Court (Lord Atverstonr, C.J., and LawRrancr, CHANNEL, 
Watton, and Surron, JJ.) affirmed the conviction. 

Lord ALverstonr, C.J., in the course of his judgment, said: It has 
been contended that the offence committed amounted to a felony, and 
the indictment for a misdemeanour was bad, If it could have been 
shewn that the offence had been made a felony under any other statute 
the point would have been a good one. But we cannot hold it to bes 
felony unless we overrule the dcisions of this court in Reg. v. Smith 
(L. R. 1 C. C. R. 266) and /eg. v. Streeter, which decided that thereis 
no offence under section 91 of the Larceny Act, 1861, unless the priné- 
pal stealing be a felony at common law or by virtue of the Act the 
words of the section being ‘‘whosoever shallgreceive . . . pr 
. . . the stealing whereof shall amount to a felony either 
at common law or by virtue of this Act shall be guilty of 4 
meee gS oF n Reg. v. Streever, Wright, J.. seems to 
suggested that in future cases an indictment might lie for a commo 
law misdemeanour. If counsel could have pointed to any section 
this receiving a felony, then the principle of King v. Cross woul 
been applicable, viz. : that where an offence is made by statute s a 
there can be no longer any offence of misdemeanour, As to the 0 
point, it seems to me only another illustration of the same pri 
which was applied by this court in R-r v. James (1902, 1 K. B. 5M) 
where we decided that it was not necessary to aver that the prisonerit 
the wife jof the prosecutor, Therefore, on both grounds JT think tis 
argument fails, 
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CuawneLt, J.—I think there is some little doubt about the second | Society to dictate to him what business he should carry on. His business 
uestion, but I think that Hex v. James covers the point. It would | asa bookmaker was carried on under the name of OC. B. Ray. The real 
be safer, in my opinion, in future cases to put the averment in the | author of this application was 7ruth. He intended to resume practice 
indictment. next year and he would give the same undertaking as in the case reported 
LawRaNcE, WatTon, and Surron, JJ., concurred.—CounskEL, Jenkins. | in the Times. In reply it was pointed out that the solicitor could if 
Soucrtor, Cyril Renton. struck off make an application to the Master of tne Rolls to be reinstated 


[Reported by Mavaice N. Davcquek, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


RICKABY v. LEWIS. Walton, J. Dec. 11. 


@vaRANTEE, AcTION ON—THREE Monrus’ Norick To BE GIVEN TO 

BoRROWER BEFORE Sum Lent Became ReEpPAYABLE—DEATH OF 
BorROWER—PROBATE Not. Taken Ovtr—No Svucnu Norice Given 
ErruerR TO BoRROWER OR GUARANTOR—ALLEGED RiGHT OF PLAIN- 
grr TO TREAT, IN THESE CrrcuMsTANcES DEFENDANT'S. RIGHT 
go Notice AS WAIVED, AND TO CLAIM IMMEDIATE PAYMENT. 


In this case the Pr ge sued the defendant Mrs. Sophie Lewis to 
recover the sum of £156 for money and interest alleged to be due under 
a guarantee signed by the defendant. The defendant denied liability. 
‘The plaintiff's case was that in April, 1896, the defendant’s late hus- 
band borrowed from him £150, map Sep until the money was repaid 
he would pay interest on the joan at the rate of 6 per cent per annum. 
Upon the 9th of April, 1896, he wrote a letter to the plaintiff, in which 
he said : “‘In consideration of the loan of £150 I hereby agree to pay you the 
said sum within three months of the receipt by me of a written notice 
by you requiring me to do so, such notice not to be given until after 
the expiration of six calendar months.’’ On the same day the defen- 
dant signed the guarantee sued on which was iu these words: “I hereby 
agree to guarantee you the repayment of the amount advanced by you 
to my husband as per agreement of the 9th of April.’’ The money was 
duly advanced and interest was paid until the 2nd of June, 1904, when 
the defendant's husband died. No notice demanding repayment had 
been given to Mr. Lewis in his lifetime, and upon writing to the defen- 
dant’s solicitors after his death asking for payment the plaintiff was 
informed that there was no administrator of the assets, and that probate 
would not be taken out as Mr. Lewis had left no estate. The writ in 
this action was thereupon taken out and the substantial defence pleaded 
at the trial was that the money was not due and payable as a three 
months’ notice to repay had not been served. For the plaintiff it was 
said that this condition precedent applied only to a demand for repay- 
ment if made to the borrower. There were no executors or administra- 
tors who could be served with the notice, and the condition came to an 
end on the death of the borrower. The plaintiff was therefore justified 
in bringing the action on against the guarantor immediately, who could 
not raise the defence relied on as her husband having died without leav- 
ing any estate at all, that fact operated as a waiver of the condition 
as against her. For the defendant it was contended that there was no 
waiver to be implied in law, and that the plaintiff not having given three 
months’ notice there was no debt due and payable by the defendant's 
husband at the time the action was commenced. 

Watton, J., said the liability of the defendant depended on the terms 
of the guarantee. That document stated in the clearest manner that 
unless and until the defendant’s husband received a three months’ notice 
from the plaintiff.to repay, the capital loan was not repayable by him. 
No such notice was ever given and the defendant’s husband died. It 
was said by the plaintiff that there was a waiver of the right to receive 
notice, because the defendant’s husband died under such conditions that 
ho notice could have been given. The borrower“did nothing that 
amounted to a waiver of the notice he was entitled to; he simply died. 
The interest had been regularly paid up to that time. The plaintiff 
could not succeed in this action, for he was seeking to estab- 
lish a right to repayment which was not given him by the terms 
of the agreement under which the money was lent to the borrower. 
Judgment was therefore entered for the defendant with coste.— 
Counsen, Neilson; Crawford. Sortcrrors, R. Greening; Keene & Co. 

[Reported by Ersxixe Retp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Ev parte THE LAW SOCIETY. Div. Court. 
lith Dec. 


Souiciron—-PRroressionAL Misconpuct—BSoxicrrorn CARRYING ON Business As 
BookmMaken—Sortcrrors Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 6). 


Tn this case the Statutory Committee had found that the respondent, 
a solicitor, had since 1904 carried on the business of a bookmaker, 
and in the opinion of the committee such conduct was unworthy of a 
member of the profession. The committee further found that the 
Tespondent had sent out his circulars to a minor, a married woman, and a 

mavager, and that the manner in which he distributed his circulars 
Was calculated to invite persons of those classes to indulge in betting, and 
ended to bring about those evils the lature had attempted to sup- 
press. The committee therefore found that the respondent had been 
guilty of professional misconduct within the meaning of the Solicitors 
Act, 1888. The respondent formerly practised at Melbourne and afterwards 
in Great Marlborough-street, and Argyle-place, Regent-street, but he ceased 
Practise as a solicitor in 1898, and had not since taken out a practising certifi- 
cate, On behalf of the Incorporated Law Society reference was made to /n the 
Matter of a Solicitor, the first of a series of cases reported in the Times of the 
Tth of mber, 1902, where the court took an undertaking from the 
Tespondent not to carry on the business of a bookmaker. The res t, 
Who appeared in person, said that this was an arbitrary attempt of the Law 


Re A SOLICITOR. 


Tue Court (Lord Atversrong, U.J., and Lawrance and Ripiey, JJ.) 
ordered the solicitor to be struck off the rolls. 

Lord AtverstoneE, C.J.—The only doubt we have had in this case is as to 
the exact way in w we should deal with this gentleman. That he is 
carrying on the business of a bookmaker he does not dispute, and that he 
has carried it on under circumstances which might lead to the invitation to 
minors to bet is also not disputed ; but it is said by him that he is not now 


that fact prevents minors from 
these circulars might get into the hands of people in the posi 
and married women. We have no doubt as to the correctness of the 
opinion of the Law Society that for a solicitor to carry on such 
a business was inconsistent with his position on the rolls, and that 
it is in the highest degree improper for a solicitor on the 
rolls to carry on this business. This view has been rec-gnized 
by this court in the case which has been cited where the court 
required an undertaking from the respondent to abandon vhe business 
and carry on no similar business while in . thought at one time 
that the justice of the case would be met by requiring the respondent to 
give an undertaking to abandon the business before he applied to practise. 
The main reason why I took that view was that I had an impression that the 
consequences of the respondent being struck off might be that he would 
never be able to practise again. But I am now satisfied that if the 
respondent bond fide abandons the business he will be able to apply to the 
Master of the Rolls to be restored. We have the — before us of a 
gentleman who is at this moment carrying on this ess, and it is not 
proper that he should remain the rolls, and he must be struck off and pay 
the costs of this inquiry and of this application. The respondent’s name 
was given as Sidney Herbert Reed, of 12, Duke-street and 47, Pall-mall.— 
Covnset, Hollams and Frank Phillips. Soricrtor, E. W. Williamson. 


[Reported by Atay Hoae, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitor Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 
Dec. 11.—Srpvey Herzenrr Reep, 47, Pall-mall, London. 








Law Societies. 


Incorporated Leeds Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held on the 50th of 
go f the meetin tation was made t 

Before the ordinary business 0! g a presen was le to 
the hon. sec. (Mr. A. Copson Peake) by the president, on behalf of a number 
of members of the society, in recognition of his services in connection with 
the visit of the Law Society to Leeds in October last. 

The Prestpent then moved the adoption of the report and accounts, and 
specially referred to Land transfer, the centenary dinner of the society, the 
annual provincial meeting of the Law Society, and other matters of 
interest. 

Mr. A. T. Perxrss seconded the resolution, which was carried unani- 
mously. 

el J. Beaumont, J. R. Ford, E. H. Foster, and P. D. Thomas were 
elected members of the committee, and Mr. A. W. Willey was elected in 
the place of Mr. Mr. T. 8. Seeger to hold for two years. 

essrs. J. Harrison and A. O. = re-elected as hon, treasurer 
and hon. secretary respectively for the e ig year. 3 

The statement of the receipts and expenditure in connection with the 
Law Society’s provincial meeting, as issued, was adopted and passed. 

The committee were unanimously authorized to continue the annual 
subscription of £50 to the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies. 

A vote of thanks to the president for presiding at the meeting, and f 
his excellent services during the past year, was carried with acclamation. 

The following are extracts from the report of the society : 

Members.—Sixteen new members have been elected during the year. 
The present number of members of the is 154, and of library sub- 


scribers under rules 8 and 4—twelve. Of last year’s members, five have 
resigned and two have died, and one has ceased to be a member in 
accordance with the rules. 

Centenary of the Society.—In accordance with the resolution at the 
general meeting of the society, held on the llth of J >, 1904, the 
hundredth year of the society was celebrated by a “‘ dinner, 
held in Powolny’s Assembly Rooms, Great George-street, on the 2ist of 
January. There were 154 members and guests t. The president 
(Mr. J. Rawlinson Ford) presided. The Lord Justice (Lord Alver- 


tone), Lord Allerton, the Right Honourable G. W. Balfour, M.P. 
( saa Alar of Tenant the Laek Mager of Lacie. (Oounciliet 
pobert ye the Vicar of Leeds se Gibson), the President of the 
law Society Mr. Tees ee and 

x. .P., were amon 
trust. that the dinner was a success in every way. Mr, Balfour, 
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on behalf of the Government, made the important announcement 
that the Government did not intend to move for the extension of the 
land transfer. Full reports of the speeches, menu, toast list, and balance- 
sheet have been retained amongst the society’s papers for future reference. 

Legal Education.—In pursuance of the promise given at the last annual 
meeting by the president respecting the annual grant to the Yorkehire 
Board of Legal Studies, an extraordinary general meeting of the society 
was held on the 20th of March to consider the matter. There was an 
excellent attendance of members of the society, and a full discussion took 
place, with the result that your committee was authorized to pay the £50 
subscription for the year ending the 30th of July last, and a sub-committee 
consisting of the president and Messrs. Marshall, Peckover, Simpson, and 
E. H. Foster were appointed to consider with the Yorkshire Board of Legal 
Studies and the Law Committee of the University of Leeds the existing 
system in regard to its usefulness and attractiveness to articled clerks. 
The sub-committee subsequently met, and decided upon the points that 
should be raised at the conference, which took place on the 15th of May 
last. The result of the conference was, it is thought, beneficial to all 
parties interested, and tutorial classes for the benefit of articled clerks have 
now been added to the curriculum of the Law Department of the university 
and it is understood that qualified representation will be given to articled 
clerks on both the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies and the Law 
Committee of the university. 

Land Transfer.—This subject has again occupied the attention of the 
committee. On the 9th of December, 1904, in response to an invitation of 
Yorkshire Union of Law Societies a meeting of solicitors was held at 
Derby. The meeting was attended by members of the profession from all 
parts of England and was firm and unanimous. Many members of your 
society attended. The following resolutions were passed: (1) ‘* That in 
the interests of the public there should be no extension of the system of 
compulsory registration of title (by rules or otherwise) uutil a full and 
impartial inquiry has been held into the working of the system since the 
passing of the Land Transfer Act of 1897.” (2) ‘‘That the Councils of 
the Law Society, the Associated Provincial Law Societies, and the York- 
sdire Union of Law Societies, be requested to take early steps to obtain 
the active co-operation of the whole of the profession, and others 
interested in the transfer of land, for the purpose of staying any extension 
until an inquiry has been held, and that the above-named bodies and 

rsons in co-operation use their best efforts to assist in that object. 
(3) ‘That with a view to carrying out the resolution, the provincial law 
societies individually bring their influence to bear upon their local 
Members of Parliament to oppose such extension until after a public and 
— inquiry has been held.’’ On the 2lst of January, Mr. Gerald 

our, M.P., made the important statement before referred to, at the 
cen dinner of the society. Subsequently the Land Transfer 
Committee of the Law Society had a conference with representatives 
of the councils of the Associated Provincial Law Societies and the 
Yorkshire Union of Law Societies, when the course of procedure to 
prevent future extension was fully discussed; and when and as 
soon as the date of the next General Election is decided upon, 
every solicitor will have printed information shewing the failure 
of the Act up to the present time, and the reasons therefor. 
Your committee earnestly appeals to every member of the society to use 
his utmost endeavours in informing his clients as to the failure of the 
working of the Act in London, and the increased cost occasioned thereby, 
and where possible to get candidates for Parliamentary honours at the 
next General Election to promise an inquiry before any extension of the 
— of the Act, or to vote in favour of a repeal of the compulsory 
clauses. 





United Law Society. 


Dec. 4.—Mr. W. A. Richardson in the chair.—The minutes of the last 
meeting were read and confirmed. Two points of law and practice were 
propounded by Mr. G. C. Peevor and Mr. W. A. Jolly respectively, and 
were discussed. Mr. G.H. Head proposed : ‘‘ That in view of the Report 
of the Commirsion of Inquiry into the Administration of the Congo Free 
State (vide the Times of the 6thiof November, 1905), this House would regret 
any interference by the Powers of Europe with the Sovereign rights 
claimed by Leopold II., King of the Belgians.’’ Mr. C. Kains-Jackson 
opposed. After some discussion the motion was lost. 





Law Association. 


Dec. 7.—Mr. T. H. Gardiner in the chair.—The other directors 
se were Mr. 8. J. Daw, Mr. E. T. H. Brandon, Mr. H. C. Nesbit, 

. R. H. Peacock, Mr. A. Toovey, Mr. J. Vallance, and Mr. W. M. 
Woodhouse. The sum of £75 was voted in relief of London solicitors’ 
widows and other applicants, two new members were elected, and other 
business transacted. 








. . . . 
Solicitors’: Benevolent Association. 
! 


Dec. 13.—Mr. R Walter Tweedie in the chair.—The other directors 
present being Sir George Lewis, Bart., and Mesers. W. ©. Blandy | 
(Reading), Alfred Davenport, Walter Dowson, W. H. Gray, J. Roger B 
Gre, » H. E. Gribble, Samuel Harris (Leicester), C. G. May, R. 8 
Taylor, Maurice A, Tweedie, Philip Witham, and J. T. Scott (secretary). 
A sum of £650 was distributed in grants of relief, fifteen new members 
were admitted to the aseociation, and other general business was trans- 


have taken into partnership Mr. Joun Carnet Coorer, 
firm will be unaltered. 


Se 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Denatinc Socrery.—Dec. 5.—An impromptu debate 
was held. The following members spoke: Messrs. Pleadwell, Margetts, 
J. E. C. Adams, R. P. Croom Johnson, A. O. Harnett, H. M. Myers, P B 
Henderson, Wm. G. Weller, Blagden, E. B. Amos, Cornock, H, § 
Mitchell, E. Foss, and Pratt. 


Dec. 12.—The subject for discussion was: ‘‘ That the case of Mears y, 
Western Canada Pulp and Paper Co. (Limited) (C. A., 1905, W. N. 120) wag 
wrongly decided.’”’ Mr. A. C. Dowding opened in the affirmative, Mr, 
J. E. C. Adams seconded in the affirmative; Mr. Marston Dewey opened 
in the negative, Mr. D. J. Kennedy seconded in the negative. The 
following members also spoke: Messrs. Pleadwell, Wintle, and Waterson, 
The mover having replied, the house adjourned at 9.15 p.m. The motion 
was lost by three votes. 


BrruincuHam Law Srupents’ Socrery.—Dec. 4 —Mr. Siward James in 
the chair.—The following moot point was debated: ‘‘A motor-car over. 


| takes a pedestrian on a road to which there is no footpath; the driver 


sounds his ‘hooter.’ Is the driver entitled to assume that the pedestrian 
will move to one side of the road, and is the pedestrian bound to move 
aside? In the event of the driver injuring the pedestrian in consequence 
of his having failed to slacken s , is the motor-car driver free from 
all liability?’’ Mr. J. Bradley led in the affirmative, and Mr. T. D. Hick. 
man in the negative. The following also spoke: Messrs. J H. Round, 
W. H. C. Sharp, B.A., J. Cohen, W. Kentish. F. H. Viney, B.A., G. M, 
Bark, B.A., J. H. Gold, and J. J. Pritchard. After the leaders on both 
sides had replied, the chairman summed up, and the voting resulted as 
follows: On the first proposition the motion was lost by one vote, on the 
second proposition by three votes. 








Obituary. 


Mr. C. J. Grece. 


Mr. Clair James Grece, LL.D., the.town clerk of Reigate, died on Friday 
morning in last week at the age of seventy-five years. Mr. Grece was 
admitted in 1855, and had been town clerk since 1864. He was also clerk 
to the Urban Sanitary Authority. 





Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Cuantes Henry Lawrence Netsu, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed Private Secretary and Secretary of Commissions of the Peace to 
the Lord Chancellor. 

Mr. James Herpert Jackson, solicitor, has been appoited Clerk to the 
West Ham Justices. 


Mr. G. C. Lewis, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Coroner for the 
South-East District of Staffordshire,in the place of the late Mr. H. A. 
Pearson. 


The Right Hon. Ricuarp Burpon Hatpang, K.C., has been appointed 
Secretary of State for War. 

The Right Hon. Hersext Henry Asavrrn, K.C., has been appointed 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Mr, Avavusrrve Birrewt, K.0., has been appointed President of the 
Board of Education. 


Sir Henry Fowrer, G.C.S.I., solicitor, has been appointed Chancellor 
of the Duchy of Lancaster. ; 


.-. Luoyp-Gzorcz has been appointed President of the Board of 
rade. 


Sir E. H. Carson, K.C., has been made a Privy Councillor. 


Mr. Wri11am James Butt, M.P., solicitor, has received the Honour of 
Knighthood, 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Admissions. 


Messrs. Norton, Rose, Norton, Farish, & Co., solicitors, of 57}, Old 
road-street, and 10, Victoria-street, Westminster, have admitted into 


their partnership the Hon. Watrrr Brrnarp Lovis Barrineton, who has 


for several years been with them. 


Messrs. Charles Sawbridge & Son, solicitors, of 68, Aldermanbury, E.0., 
The style of the 





Dec. 1¢ 
— 

















It is annout 
of the Midlan 
snd that his p 
by Mr. Justic 

It is states 
Mediterraneal 
Circuit during 
before the cor 

A curious r 
Lockw 








ought to be 
caustic com: 
this practice 
have ‘‘ to be 
Mr, Justi 
banquets du 
the Gimerac 
Students’ § 
Butcher, K. 
into the roo! 
chair, I mac 
I admit that 
before saw | 
looked +o 
present, 
a laugh aga 
new in the ' 
In the C 
formally sw 
Master of 
Stirling, an 


Chancery | 
Walton, K 
M.P., Mr. 
K.C. The 
were seve! 
the oath 
administrat 
that these 
be it.” 


Fixep I: 
ona new § 
fixed incon 


rab: 






































on the 


friday 
@ was 
clerk 


the 
ellor 


d of 


ur of 


Old 
into 
has 


Dec. 16, 1905. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





| Vol. 50.) 115 





=— 
General. 


It is announced that Mr. Justice Darling will not go on the second part 
of the Midland Circuit at the ensuing winter assizes, as previously ; 
snd that his place at Nottingham, Warwick, and Birmingham will be taken 
by Mr. Justice Sutton. 

It is stated that Mr. Justice Bigham left London this week for the 
Mediterranean. ‘The learned judge, having been en on the Western 
Gircuit during the Whitsun vacation, is entitled to an additional holiday 
before the courts rise for the Christmas vacation. 


A curious result, says the Duily Chronicle, happened in the case of Sir 
Frank Lockwood, who was Solicitor-General when Lord Rosebery resigned. 
Two months elapsed before his successor was nominated, and during this 
time he continued to receive his fees without performing any Government 
work, Sir Frank improved the situation by resuming his private practice, 
and the Treasury levelled up things by asking him to return his fees. 

Mr. Justice Phillimore, in passing sentence in a blackmailing case on 
Wednesday, said that he considered this a very blackguardly piece of 
intimidation. Some foreign countries said that, withall its pretended 
virtue, England was the home of the blackmail+r ; he hoped that they were 
wrong, but there were certainly cases of the kind sometimes brought 
before our courts, and when they were proved they should be severely 
punished 

Mr. Justice Jelf, at the Leeds Assizes, says the Daily Mail, made some 
important remarks on the subject of warrants against unnamed persons. 
He described the warrant in question as giving the police power to arrest 
anybody in Huddersfield, the town in which the man lived whom the 
police thought they wanted, though they did not know his name. ‘* It 
ought to be glazed and put into a frame,’’ said the judge, among other 
caustic comments about it. And he ended up with the stat-ment that it 
this practice of issuing ‘‘ open ’’ warrants continued there would some day 
have “to be an inquiry into the jurisdiction of the magistrates.” 


Mr, Justice Darling was invited, says a writer in the Globe, to two 
banquets during his recent visit to York. One invitation was to dine with 
the Gimcrack Club, and the other to attend the dinner of the York Law 
Students’ Society. It was the latter function, presided over by Mr. 
Butcher, K.C., M.P., that he brightened with his jests. ‘*‘ When 1 came 
into the room,’’ he remarked, ‘‘and saw my friend Mr. Butcher in the 
chair, I made certain that I had come to the dinner of the Gimcrack Club. 
Iadmit that I did not recognizes him at first, for I do not think I ever 
before saw him in the evening in anything but a pink coat. But when I 
looked round the room for my brother Grantham, and observed he was not 
present, I knew I was in the society of lawyers.’’ For one judge to raise 
a laugh against another in a company of law students is something rather 
new in the way of judicial humour. 


In the Court of Appeal on Thursday morning Sir Robert Beid was 
formally sworn in as Lord Chancellor before the Lord Chief Justice, the 
Master of the Rolls, and Lords Justices Vaughan Williams, Romer, 
Stirling, and Cozens-Hardy, aud the President of the Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division, aud several judges of the King’s Bench and 
C Division. Among the counsel present were Mr. Lawson 
Walton, K.C., the new Attorney-General, Mr. Fletcher Moulton, K.C., 
M.P., Mr. McCall, K.C., and also the Solicitor-General, Mr. Robson, 
K.C. There was a large gathering of the general public, amongst whom 
were several ladies. Sir Kenneth Muir Mackewte administered 
the oath to the Lord Chancellor At the conclurion of the 
aiministration of the oaths the Attorney-General said: ‘‘ I move, my lord, 
bei these proceedings be now recorded.” The Lord Chancellor: ‘So 

it. 











Fixep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
ona new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
‘xed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain = 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rora or Reoisrrans in ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice 
KEKEWICH. FarweELt. 


Mr. Godfrey Mr. Jackson 
R. Leach Pemberton 
Godfrey Jackson 
ht. Leach Pemberton 
Godfrey Jackson 
R, Leach » Pemberton 


Date, Emencency Arrea . Court Mr. Justice 


ROTA, 2. 
be scndaveseste 18 Mr. Beal Mr. Farmer 
vee 1D Carrington i 
oe 20 Pemberton Farmer 
| Jackson King 
22 R. Leach Farmer 
veceeld Godfrey King 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buecker. JOYCE. Swinren Eapy. Wannineror, 


18 Mr. Church Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed Mr. Greswell 
wW Beal W. Leach Church 
Carrington Theed W. Leach 
a, W. Leach Theed 
08 Greswell Beal W. Leach Farmer 


The Obristinas Vacation wll commence on Monday, the 25th day of December, 1905, and 
leminate on Saturday, the 6th day of January, 1%6, both days natusive. dea 








The Property Mart. 


Sale of the Ensuing Week. 


Dec. 21.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Caanrigxp, at the Mart, at 2:— 
RSLONS: 


sere One-cighth of T Fund, represented by Consols and Freeholds, &c., at 
'o One-eig a Trust re rC., @! 
Croydon and Hackney, of the estimated value of £6,550; also to One-thirty- 
second of Freehoids, of the estimated value of £12,000; also to One-twenty- 
fourth of £5,080 Metropolitan Three per Cent. Stock ; lady aged 60. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Blachf 1d, Noiton, & Smith, Condon. 
To One-ninth of a Tiust Fuad, consisting of Freeholds and Leaseholds, of the 
estimated value of £9,605; lady aged 72. Solicitors, Messrs. Ryland & Ryland, 


Windsor. . 
To Eight [wenty-ninths cof a Trust Fund of the estimated value of £14,500; 
lady aged 56. Solicitors, Messrs. Lawrence, Grabam, & Co., London. 
POLICIES for £2,000, £1,200, £200. Solicitors, Messrs, Farrer & Co., London. 
SHARES: T. W. Beach & Sons (Limited), 112 Shares of £10 each, Solicitors, Messrs. 
Ruston, Clark, & Ruston, Brentford. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette—Faivay, Dec. 8, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTep in CHANCERY. 


Batpwins MingeraL Water Co (Biackxroot) Liuutep—Petn fir winding up, presented 
Nov 21, directed to be heard at the Sessions House, Preston, on Dec 19, at 11. Butcher, 
Blackpool, solor for company. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Dec 18 

Britisu Seamiess Rupeer Co, Lin1rep—Peta for winding up, presented Dec 2, directed to 
be heard Dec 19. Harris & Co, Finsbury sq, solors for peiners. Notice of appeariog 
must seach the above-pamed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Dec 18 

Hoxpesr, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 23, to send their names and 
a and i rs of their debts or claims, to Francis Ulifford Goodman, 

Broad st House. Corbould & Co, Clements In, Lombard st, solors for liquidator 

Inperiav Evecrric Lamp ayp Bairery SynpicatTe, Limirep - Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to A Sissons, 103, Gresham House, Old Broaa st 

IncERsoLi-SeaGeant Dnitt Co, Limrtzp—Creditors are requested, on or before Jan 6, 
to i and addresses, wo we of their claims, to Arihur Burbury, 
144, Leadenhall st. Renshaw & Co, ‘olk In, solore for liquidator 

BR Jounson & Co, Limrrep Credi! are ee on or before Jan 19, to send their 
names addresses, and the part of their debts or claims, to Archibald Earnsbaw- 
Wake, Norfolk House, Laurence Pount Cannon st 

Sourn Coast Sreamsuie Co (1904) (Limrrep) A Liquwation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before Jan 20, to send their ns mes and resees, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Nathaniel Joseph Howes, 101, si 

Wakes & Son, Limirrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan $1, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Loxley & Co, 80, Cheapside 


Usiiairep 1x CHancery. 


Parxeare Rawmarsnh Workixe Mey’s Cuus—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 6, 
directed to be heard Dec 19. Lliffe & Co, row, for Arundel & Son, Ponte- 
fract, solors for petner. Notice of appeagiog much reach the London agents not later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 18 


London Gazetie.—Tvursvay, Dev, 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in CHANCERY. 


O Mivwoop, Liurrev—Creditors are required, on or befure Jan 26, to eend thejr'nam:s 
and addiesees, and the pariiculars of their debts or claims, to Hevry Young, 
Cheshire view, Broad st, Pendleton, nr Manchester. Farrar & Co, Manchester, selors 
for liquidator : 

Tanners Lang Tannine Co, Limitrp—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 23, to send 
their names and addresses, and pacticulars of their d and claims, to Edwin Bradshaw, 
4, Egypt st, Warrington , 

Tuiexsant, Linrrepv—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 10, to send their names and 
addresses, and the paiticulars of their debts or claims, to John Smith, 46, Powell 

m 


, Clapto: 
Wit.iam Dent, Linrrep —Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert Thomson Heseltun, 
9, Market st, Bradford. Wade & Co, Bradford, svlors for liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faivay, Dec. 1. 
Deax, Rovert, Swindon, Wilts Jan1 Dean v Frost, Farwell, J Morrison, Swindon 
Moorz, Joun Newa.t, Longford Court, Neath, Glam Jan 8 Cheston v Moore & 
Ryland, Buckley, J Inskip, Bristol ee 
Pucus, Wittiam Anruony, Lianfyllin, Mont, Solicitor Jan 5 Morgan y Pughe, 
Buckley, J Vincent, Bangor 
London Gazetie.—Tutesvay, Dec, 5. 
Hauy, Cuances Bexnuanv, Manchester Jan 5 Mucfadyea vy Hahn, Registrar, Mon- 
chesier Farrer-Morgan, er 
Maus, Curriss Tuomas, Southport, Lancaster, Vhotographer Jam 5 Mallin ¥ 
Johnson and Davies, Regictrar, Manchester cMaster, ester 
Kesey, Groncr, ingfield, y, Farmer Dec 20 Starkey v Kelsey and Head, 
Warrington, J Evans, Walbrook 
London Gasette.—Fuivay, Dec. 8. 
Eamets, Jonatuan Gitpert, Doddington grove, Kennington, Omnibus Proprietur Jan 
81 Jenkins ¥ * Joyce, J Ince & Go, St Benet chmbrs, Fenchurch st 
Pumsavut, Frevenick, Loveday md, W , Chartered Accountant Jen 8 
a v Plimsaw), Kekewich and Joyce, JJ Charles, Throgmortun House, Copt- 
all av 
London Gazette.—Tunspar, Dec, 12. 
Dona.p, Eutty, Hinton Firs, Bournemouth Jan 10 Townsend vy Fullerton, Farwell, J 
Forster, Lincolo’s inn fields 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasetie.—Farivary, Dec. 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Asapuanee, Manks, Leeds, Clothier Leeds Pet Dec 5 


Ord 

Barrevuu, A G, & Co, Crouch End, Builders High Court 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Dec5 

Ben, Sam, and Atraep Wuitaker, Dewsbury, Hearth Rug 
Manufacturers Dewsbury Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 

Buiacxsury, Victor ALEXANDER, Swansea,Grocer Swansea 
Pet Dec 4 

Bop, Bexsamix, Croydon Croydon Pet Nov3 Ord Dec5d 


—— New Broad st High Court Pet Novii Ord 

5 

Baricuovse, Epwarp, Derby, Painter Derby Pet Dec 2 
Ord Dec 2 

Seen Weenie Wormwood st, Builder High Court Pet 
Oct 23 Dec 5 


a 

Cnauuice, Bertraxp Grorce, Exeter Barnstaple Pet 
Dec 6 Ord Dec6 

Cuarmay, Henny Cuarves, Gardener’s In, Putney, Grocer 
Wandsworth PetNov15 OrdDecS’ __ 

Crark, Wituiam Isaac, Caistor, Lincoln Linculn Pet 
Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 

Cock, Josern, Rushwick, Worcester, Farmer Worcester 
Pet Dec 6 Ord Dec5 

Co.ixs, GzorcE, Blaengwynfi, Glamorgan, Collier Neath 
Pet Dec 5 Ord Dec5 


Davies, ar gam Nantymoel, Collier Cardiff Pet Dec 6 
Ord Dec 


Faissy, -<sl Epvcar, Gt Grimsby, Auctioneer 
Grimsby Pet Dec6 Ord Decé 

Fryer, Jabez, Dudiey, Wholesale Grocer 
Dec 6 Dec 6 

Green, Georce James, 
Carver Cheltenham Pet Lec6 Ord Dec 6 


Hat, James Price, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Grocer | 


Pembroke Dock Pet Dec 6 Ord Dec 6 


{ 
Hamer, Eanes Fentox, Wirksworth, Derby, Schoolmaster 


Derby Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 
Hatrie.p, Hegvert, Cottin; de York, Cab Proprietor 
Kingston upon Holl Pet Nov 23 Ord Dec5 
Horxysuy, Epuvusp, Scunthorpe, Coal Dealer Gt Grimsby 
Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 


Hyve, Jouny Garmsroy, Swansea, Brewer Swansea Pet 
Dec5 Ord Dec5 
Joszs, Vicror Otiver, Canterbury, House Decorator 


Canterbury Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 

Kenan, Exvizavern Caruisie, and Firorexce Arkinson, 
Gran » Hotel Proprietors Nottingham Pet Dec 2 
Ord Dec 2 

Kipyar, Freperick Lovis, Watney st, Commercial rd East, 
Baker High Court Pet Dec6 Ord Dec6é 

Kresy, Joux, West Harticpool, Cycle Dealer Sunderland 
Pet Nov 4 Ord Dec 4 

Le Nevex, Henezetr Cooxg, aw rd, Boot Factor 
High Court Pet Oct 21 Ord D 


Lew sn Wiuiam, Liantristant, Giam, “Cubic Pontypridd | 


Dec i Ord D 
Listnors, Jouw Peacock, and Freperxicxk Grorce 
Laxytuors, Henbam, Glus, 
Bristol Pet Dec 5 Oid Dec5 
Mouterr, James _— Enfield, Builder 
Pet Nov 17 Ord Decé 
Moxeas, Wittiam Hesny, 
port, Mon VPetDec5 O:d becd 
Newmas, Wooir, Cumdenrd HighCourt Pet Nov2 Ord 
Dec6 


ec 4 


High Court 


Pure, Wituiamn Wittuness, Old sous rd, Carpenter High 
Court Pet Dec4 O1d Dec 


Voo.z, James Sat svEuS, Bla: jam High Court Pet 
Nov 13 Ord Dec 6 

oe Davw Jous, Rhyl, Flint, Baker Bangor [et Nov 
27 Ord Dec 4 

Pies ¥ J, Foe Hill, Kent, Grocer Greenwich Pet 
Nov 3 Ord Dec 

Bo —— Saucz1, Waterloo * Tobacco Dealer High Court 


Vet Novis Ord De 


Sorr, Geosoe, Salien on Hui), ee Joiner 
on Hull Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 
Suirn, Joxatruax, Harmondsworth, Middierex, Market 
Gardener Windsor Pet Novi6é Ord Dec 
Ssowpex, Jutia Axx, Leicester, od nag 
mt 
Tyca, Jouy, , Derby 
Pet bees Ord Dect 
Scnszus, O1iven, Warrington, Bcot Deuler Warrington 
Pet Dec4 Ord D 


ec 4 


Leicester 


Farmer Burton on Trent 


Taser, Wussan, Greenwich, Grocer Greenwich Pet Dec 
4 Ord Dec 4 


Tavastoy, i: Ipswich, Chemist Ipswich Pet 


Nov 17 


Torna, Bamuer, Bradfonl, Berber Bradford Pet Dec6 
Ord Dec 6 

Wiixissox, Hexey Lanonevx, Plymouth Plymouth Pet 
Dec 5 d Tec5 


Wirness, Wittsim Rovent, Overton, ne Marlbx rough, 
Biackemith Swindon Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 5 

Wooo, Haxny, Winchmore Hill, Builder Edmonton let 
duly 14 Ord Dic 4 


Bovt Manufacturers | 


Machen, Mon, Builder New- | 





| GABROD, 


Gt | 


| 
| 


Dudley Pet | 


Leckhampton, Cheltenham, Foliage | 








FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apsauaxeox, Manus, Leeds, Clothier Dec 16 at 11 
, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Dec 19 at 12 Off Rec, | 


Astioxy, Tuomas, Truro, Chem 
Boswawen st, 


Truro 


Off | 





ARMsworrnH, Sess James, New st, Covent garden, 
Carman Dec 19at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Batrraum & Co, AG, Crouch End, Builders Dec 19 at 1 

Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Bewxion, Grorcs, Kingston upon Hull, House Furnisher’s 
Manager Dec 19 at 2.30 POR Ree, Trinity House in, 


Bey rf Putte, Lianelly, Boot - gatemaed Dec 16 at 11 | 
ff Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmart 

Bonp, Mary, Leicester, School Getiicens Dec 18 at 12 
Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Burr, Witt1am, Wormwood st, Builder 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Catton, Joserpn, St Helens, Builder Dec 19 at 2.30 Of | 
Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


Dec 19 at 12 


| 
Crank, WiiiiAM Isaac, Caistor, Lincoln Dec 21 at12 Off 


Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincola 

Coox, Josern. Rushwick, Worcester, Farmer Dec 16 at 11 
45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

DagkNELL, WALTER James, Montacute, Somerset, Dairy- 


man Dec 19 at 2.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine 
st, Salisbury 
Daviss, Tuomas, Carmarthen, Farm Labourer | 


in 
Dec 16 st 11.30. Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

pg Sovza, Draco Francis, Bourn:mouth, Male Nurse Dec 
19 at 3.15 Off Rec 


Easrianp, Freperick Witiiam, Wisbech, Cambridge, | 
Commission Agent Dec 16 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King 
st, Norwich 


Fancovst, ApA Araneta, Long Eaton, Derby, Milliner 
Dec 16at11 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Agruvus Burrows, Mold, Flint, 

Victualler Dee 16 at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate | 
row, Chester 
Guuiatt, Harry, and George Henry Basyes, Bourne- 
mouth, Fruit Merchants Dec 19at230 Off Rec 
Gopparp, W, jun, Elfiudale 1d, Herne Hill, Builder Dec 
20at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


| Haymert, CHARLES, Burley, Southampton, Market Gardener 


Dee 19 at 
Salisbury 

Haggis, Fraxkrort, & Co, Dalston, Come Importers 
20 at 11 Bankiuptey bldgs C.rey st 

HessLtewoop, Wiiuiam, Middleton on the Wolda, Yorks, 
Tailor Dec16at11 Off Rec, Trinity House lo, Hull 

Heys, Jouw Henry, and Cuarctes Eaxest Heys, Colne, 
Lanes, Mineral Water Manufacturer Dec 18 at 11 
Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Hitt, Henry, Gamlingay, Cambridge, Market Gardener 
Dec 19 at 10 30 Shireball, Bedford 

House, Constantine Nicnouas, and Javiaw Mariupa 

ouse, Newquay, Cornwall Dec 19 at 2 Off Rec, 

Boscawen st, Truro 

Hvceues, H, & Co, Royal Exchange, Stuck Brokers Dec 18 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Kyereyt, Avotr, Kingston upon Hull, Butter Merchant 
Dec 16 at 11.30 Off Rec, Trinity House ln, Bu 

Lewis, Samugzt, Lathom, Lanca, Farmer’ Dec 19 at 12 
Off Ree, 35, Victoria est, Liverpool 

Lewis, Wintiam, Penygawai, Liantrisant, Glam, Collier 
Dec 18 at 3 135, High st Merthyr Tydfil 


215 Off Re-, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 


Dec 


Licensed | 


————>= 
Torna, Samuel, Bradford, Barber Dec 10 at 3 Off Bey, 
29, ag st, Bradford 
Woopwakp, Frank, Clerkenwell Close, General Engig 
Dec 20 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


{ 
} 
| ADJUDICATIONS. 
| 


ABRAHAMSON, pao, Leeds, Clothier Leeds Pet De; 
Ord Dec 5 
| Barber, Gzorce, am Horse Dealer High Court Py 
Oct 30 Ord Dec 
| Bey, Sam, and nd Wuiraker, Dewsbury, Hearth Ry 
Manufacturers Dewsbury Pet Dec4 Ord Dec4 
| Beacksurn, Victron Aurxanper, Swansea, Grocer Sway, 


sea PetDec4 Ord Dec 4 
Bricuousz, Epwagp, Derby, Painter De:by Pet Dey 
| Ord Dec 2 
Cuattice, Bertranp Georce, Exeter Barnstaple Py 


Dec 6 Ord Dec ; 
Cuark, Wituam Isaac, Caistor, Lincoln Lincoln Py 
Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 


Coss, Wit1L14m Boyce, Bishopsgate st, Stock Dealer High 
Court Pet Oct3i Ord Dec 6 

Cock, Bey Rushwick, Worcester, Farmer Worvesi 

Dec5 Ord Dec5 

Gunman GrorGE, an) Gem, Collier Neath ani 
Aberavon Pet Dec5 Ord D 

Comayn, Euiza Emty, Folkestone, “Private Hotel Keeper 
Canterbury Pet Novli Ord De 


ion oe | hae Nantymoel, Collier or Pet Dees 
0: 


Diamonp, _ Wiriian, Wallington, Surrey Croyda 

| Pet Augi12 Ord Dec5d 

Easrianb, Freverick WILLIAM, Wisbech, Cambridge, Com 
mission Agent King’s Lyna Pet Nov 17 Ord Decé 

Faispy, Wittiam Evcar, Gt Grimsby, Auctioneer G 
Grimsby Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 

Fever, Jabez, Dudley, WholesaleGrocer Dudley Pet De 
6 Ord Dec 6 

Green, Grorce Janes, Leckhampton, Cheltenham, Foliags 
Carver Cheltenham Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 

Hatt, James Paice, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Grocz 
Pembroke Dock Pet Dee6 Od Dect 

Hamer, Exeest Fenton, eeeweeth, Derby, School master 
Derby Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 

Hatrietp, Heaperrt, Cottingham, York, Cab Proprietz 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Novy 23 Ord Dec 5 

Hesketu, Atnert Epmuxp, Manchester, Meat Salesmu 
Manchester Pet Nov 17 Ord Dec 6 

Hickxery, Artuur Josuva, Bristol, Commercial Clerk 

Bristol Pet Nov 13 Ord Dec6 d 

Hognssy, Epmunv. eee, Coal Dealer Gt Grimsby 
Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 

Jongs, Victor Oxiver, Canterbury, House Decorator 
Canterbury Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 

Kenan, Evizaperu Carisie, and Fuorence Arkixsos, 
Grantham, Lincs, Lodging house Keepers Nottingtam 





| 
| 


Lister, CLEMENT, Bolton, Picture Frame Manufacturer | 


Deci8at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Luoyp, Hegsert, Leicester, Carver Dec 18 at 3 Of Ree, 
1, Bernnidge st Leiv ester 

Lucas, Atrrep Huserr, Ebury st, Victoria, Stockbroker 
Dec 18 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mazris, Pair, Fulham, Merchant Dec 18 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Masox, Evwaspv, West Bridgford, Notts Dec 19 at 12 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Pier, Witt1am Wiiicress, Old Kent rd, Carpenter Dec 18 





at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Pointros, Atrrev, High st, Tooting, Boot Dealer Dec 18 | 
at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Rosey, Sanver, Waterloo rd, Tobacco Dealer Dec 20 at 11 


Bankruptc 


y bldgs, Care 
Sancent, H, 


pton Park rd, Forest Gate, Builder Dee 1s | ee... 


at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Cavey st | 


Seakesreane, Wittiam, Norton Canes, Stafford, Build-r 
Dec 18 at ‘ Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Suiru, James Woov, Darwen, Electrical Engineer Dec 18 
at 10.40 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Sroxes, Asruur Joun Hogatio, Wolverhampton, Lamp 
Merchant Dec19at12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Swarmay, Tuomas Axpserr, Bilston, Btatfs, Horse Dealer 
Dec 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


Tuomrsox, Axsiz, Blackpool, Cbepel at Housekeeper 
18 at 11.20 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 





Dec 
| 


Pet Des2 Ord Dec 2 

Lanpy, Marcus, Duke st, Aldgate High Court Pet Ot% 
Ord Dee 

Lewis, Wituram, Llantrisant, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 

Lintaorx, Joun Peacock, and FreperwKx Geoaet 


LiytTuorn, Hanham, Glos, Boot Manufacturers Bristol 
Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 6 
MacGrevor, Wittiam, Twickcoham, Licensed Victuvlle 
Brentford Pet Nov 28 O:d Decl 
High Court Pe 


Marrix, Poti, Falham, Merchant 
Nov2 Ord Dec 6 
Marner, Grouce, South Shields, Mineral Water Manu 


facturer Newcastle on Tyne Pet Nov 20 Ord Dect 
Mourerr, Jamus Heney, Entielé, Builder High Cowt 
Pet Nov 17 Ord Decé 
Morcay, Wititiam Henry, L oy Mon, Builder New- 
port, Mon Tet Dec5 ‘Ord Dee 5 
| Porrrt, Wituam, Upper Gases, cum Manager 
| High Comt Pet Nov 11 Ord D 


| ras AY, Epwarp Tuomas, Birngham, Cycle Dealer 
irmingham Pet Oct 30 Ord Dec 
ey Crowe, Cheshire, jon Birkenhead Pet 
Sept 25 Ord Dec 5 
| Scuvmacuze, Eawiy Cuanues, Austin Friars, Stock Broker's 
Dealer High Court Pet Oct 30 Ord Dec 6 


| Scorr, Georcz, Kingston upon Hull, Journeyman Joinet 


Kingston upon Hull Pet DecdS Ord Decd 

Snowpgen, Junta Ans, Leicester, Confectioner Leivester 
Pet Dec 6 Ord Dec 6 

Sryca, Joun, Bhirley, Derby, Farmer Burton on Treat 
Pet Dec 4 Ord Vec 4 

Sumuzrs, Oriver, Stockton Heath, Chester, Boot Dealer 
Warrington Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 


ea 





To Solicitors. 


THE NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT CO., LIMITED, 


1, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 


LSTABLISHED 1812. 


Subscribed Capital : 


£198,000. 


Is limited by its Memorandum of Association 


1) To the letting of Safes and Vaults. 


(2) To performing the office of Trustee or Executor. 


All Legal Work connected with Trusts or Executorships will be placed with the Solicitors introducing the same 


Moderate Charges, 


Absolute Gecurity. 


No Financial or Speculative Business undertaken. 


SAFES AND 
Vor further porticwlars apply to - 


STRONG ROOMS FROM 4&1 1s. 


A YEAR. 


A. E. ORAM, DirectoreManager 
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Se 
Taane, Witstay, Greenwich, Grocer Greenwich Pet Dec 4 
amis ~~ yd Bradford, Barber Bradford Pet Dec6 
Ord Deo 6 
gsrnoeP, JOHN be hia Regent’s rd High Court 
bs Pet Nuv1 Ord Dec 6 pk 
Wuame, Hervey + erred Plymouth Plymouth Pet 


oe wi oo “Ronent ig ey — gh 
1114M RoBert nr oO, 
Wiis, Blacksmith Pet Dec 5 3 


London Gazette.—Tonspay, Der. 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bano, ApRAHAM, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Nov 23 Ord 
berm, pers Fulford, Yorks, Farmer York Pet 
Pal ag Epwarp Witu1am, Bradford, ee Salt 


Dtlerhant Bradford Pet‘Dec8 Ord Dec 
Baows, James Penney em, Bookmaker Ports- 
mouth Pet Dec8 “Ord Dec 


Busn, Epwarp, Leicester, Boot cantante Manager 
eon, ~ BAe bridge, Root Merchant 

en, ALFRED, _ ri 
'iaeheowsg’. Pet Dec? Ord a 
igexsemAN, Atice FRanogs, aaa ‘rison Hollowa: 
Cuntreodsworth Pet Oct 27 Ord Dec / ¥ 
Cana, @ D, Swansea, Hosier Swansea. Pet Nov 24 Ord 

Deo8 


perme, dea Swansea, Clerk Swansea Pet Dec 9 


Doers, Geotor Heyry, foutem, Fish Merchant Aber- 
dare Pet DecS Ord Deo 


hay, Rom, | rae hl Agent Canterbury 


Mey noes Mary, janie, Milliner Canterbury 
Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 

Gz, Joux Epwarp, arg Stafford, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer Macclestield’ Pet Nov 24 Ord Deo 8 
iis, Fee, Bs Hodder, Wheelwright Huddersfield 

lov 
Hauaonp, ins, Eperkbros brook, Beiogiam, Coal Merchant 
Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 

Harvey, oll “pa Bristol, Engineer Bristol . Pet 
Dec7 Ord Dec 7 

Hopasox, Sotomon Crace, Workington, Cumberland, 
House Furnisher Cockermouth Pet Dec8 Ord Dec8 

ae Thornton Heath, Surrey Croydon Pet 


Hoones, Ropest, Manchester, Fish Dealer Manchester 
Pet'Nov 17 Ord 

Jauns, Joun GILEs, Wymeewa Satemten, Cattle Dealer 
leicester Pet D-o9 Ord D 

Joxss, WILLIAM, Swansea, Gente”  — Swansea Pet 

Ord Deo 8 

Lesuz, Wit11au, HM Prison, Brixton, Electrical Engineer 
Wandsworth Pet Oct 27 'Ord Deo? 

Mier, Percy, Portemouth, Tobacconist Portsmouth 
Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 


Newuanx, Josey, Dorset sq, Clerk High Court Pet Nov 
3 Ord Deo 6 


nee Josrra, Ki Wholesale 
r Kingston upon Hull Pet Dec9 Ord Lec 9 
oS all Wituiam; Kingston upon Hull, Wholesale 
Grocer Kingston upon Hull Pet Deo? Grd Deo7 
ca Henay eaaatt, Aldershot Portsmouth Pet 
P i by ethene tffraid, M Blacksmith 
azty, Davin, Liansain ontgomer: 
Newwwn Pet vec? Ord Deo? on 
Canterbury 


PResaie, aeaneths Foikest 
Ord Dec 8 
Ranpeut, Caasces Aurrep, Avebury, Wilts, Trainer of 
Racehorses Dec 7 


m upon H 


» Confecti 





Pet Des 8 
Swindon Pet Dec7 Ord 
7 a Dewsbury, Tailor Dewsbury Pet Dec 9 


Rosixson, eves vee teem, meen Brick- 
Rosinsox Br F M me Leeds Pet 
’ OBARD, t 
Lecie ‘rui 2) 


Ross, Josrpu Caartes, Romse ~<a ton, Baker 
Southampton Pet Deo 9 Ord Deo _ 7 
Bows, Cuaaias, Jesmond, Newcastic on “tyne, Fish Dealer 
weastle on Tyne Pet Dee 7 Ord Deo 
Sryty-Vipat, Epwarp by ere = Evan idea Chart- 
ent, Farmer ury Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 
Boney, Trowas, St cee Gonna’ Dealer Plymouth Pet 
eo 
Soxoran; Tuzopong, Manchester, = iterer's Manage 
Maochester Pet Dec 9 “Ord D o- de ‘ 
Taanaxt, Ropzat Baruey, eo no Ol Grocer South- 
ampton Pet Novi7 Ord vev8 
Van, Wutan, an and Jouw Uns, Seaton 
. Gockermvuth Pet Dec6 Ord 
abet, Giac mo, Livle st, Leicester sq, “por house 
Proprietor High Court Pet Aug it Ord Deo? 
Warp, Fuanois Groxnge, Wood st, Ladies’ Underclothing 
¥ Mauufacurr Hyh Court Pet Deo8 Ord Des8 
iiulams, Joux, Liwynyoi, nr Bala, Farmer Weexham 
Pet Deoé Ord Dec 6 
Wiroowss, Hewey, _ = 


nr Pai 


Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper 
Wns, sz, Bow 1 “Cheapside, Manut Agent 
w ln, pide, Manufacturer's 
High Court Pet Nov ié Ord Deo 7 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Astox, Hexay, Sparkhill, Birmingham, Lioonsed Victualler 
Deo Wat li 191, Corporaiion st, Birmingham 
Baker, Wiuwras 1 Baxer, Green wich, Lay Draper Dec 
atll.10 24, Railway app, Lond on Bridge 
M, and ALFrep Warranen Dewsbury Dec 20 at 
Of Reo, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dews- 





MERRYWEATHER. LONDON 


MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 


Write for Illustrated 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 





MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO HM. THE KING. 


The ‘‘ VALIANT’”’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARK! 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 


Earl Fi i E. W. Esq. 

a : 

Lord Pirbright. F. de E , 

3 Edward Malet tone Hon. D. Waring. 

Wilberforce Bryant, ion, aise A. de Hothechild b 
A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 


Pamphlet No. 829%. 











Beverier, Henny, Fulford, York, Farmer Dec 21 st 8 
Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
Bor.z, Wiutiam Axcus, Cardiff. Colliery Agent Dc 20 
at 12 117, St Marg st, Cardiff 
Joun, New Broad st Dee 2i at 11 Bankruptcy 


, Carey st 
Barououse, Epwarp, Deby, Painter Dec 20 at 3 Off 
Rec, 47, Full st, Derb 
Brocpzx, Epwarp Wines, Bradford, Wholesale falt 
Merchant Dec 2lat8 Of Reo, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Brows, James Pexxzy, Portsmouth, Bookmaker Dec 21 
at5 Off Reo, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 
Boris, Exutzaneta, Cookham, Berks, Hotel Proprietress 
Dec 2iat12 14, Bedford row 
Coiiis, GzoreE, wynfi, Glam, Collier 
Off Reo, 31, 7 rd, Swansea 
Finney, Jauzs Toomas, Measham, Leicester, Farmer Dec 


Dec 20 at 12 


21at11.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 
Farer, Janez, Dudley, WholesaleGrocer Dec 22at11 Off 
Reo, 199, Wo! pton st, Dudley 


Gavupery, Aecaea, Joux, Nottingham Dec 21 atll Of 
Rec, ¢, Castie pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Gouge Hersert Witiiam, Minehead, Somerset, Painter 
Dec 20 at 12.30 10, Hammet st, Tauntvn 

Geren, Georce James, Leckhampton, Ch , Foliage 
Carver Dec 2i at 11.15 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 

Grist, Howarp, Southend on Sea, Grocer Dee 2lat3 14, 
Bedford row 

Hamiit, Frep, Huddersfield, i 
Off Rec, Pradential bidgs, New st, H 

Hare, Wiu14m, Chalfont St Giles, Bucks, Farmer Dec 20 
at 3.30 Off Reo, 1 St Aldates, Oxford — 


t Dec 20 at 3 
derstield 


Harvey, Wiiuiam, Henry, eer Dec 20 at 
30 Off Ree, 25, Baldwin st, Bris 

Henrron, Jou, Birkenhead , Chester, Confecticner Dec 29 
atl2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Live 


Heys, W_E, ¥ A Heys, and Oe Tame bg 
Wealdstone, Middlesex, Mauufacturers Toilet 
Requis:tes Dec 2lat3 Off Reo, 14, ~~ Fe 

Joxes, Vicror Oxiver, Canterbary, House Decorator Jan 
4at9 Off Reo, 68, Castle st, terbury 

JOYNES, Py Epwiy, Small Heath, Birmin, , Grover 

atil 191, Corporation st, denon 
nanan: peer Cossama, and Fionesos AtKinsoy, 
, Lodging use Keepers Dec2lati2 Off 
Reo, 4. Castle pl, Pak, 7 Not ingham 
Golloway a Boot Factor 


Hee 2atlz Bankru bidgs, are 
Levi, Samuxt, Hanatsa, Weybiidgo, Me Uhant Doo 21 at 
11.80 24, Railw.y app, on Bridge 


Linraoun, Joux Psav.og. aud Faxprsion Gzorgs 
Lintaven, Henbam, Givs, toot Menutacvurers Deo 
2 at12 Of Rew, 26, Ba dwin st, Bristol 


MaocGasoor, Wi. tam. Twickenhim, Licensed Victualler 


bec 21 at 12 Off Reo 14, Bediord row 

MoD«amutt, RicwarD Birmi . Tador Dee 20 at 12 
191, Cor tom xt. ry 

McLaasx. Ta mas, Girton, Farmer Deo 20 


2 Off Reo, 5, Petty ‘oun, om dge 

Moutett, James R yy Banirape fae Gates Enfield, 
r 

Mu LaaEw, semaine » lll. a Furnes, Labour D Dec 20 

at1l1s Of ‘Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, w in Furness 


, Engineer 





Orr Lay Caanies Farpssioxs, Balham, 
20at 12.50 24, a. Railway app, London Bridge 





Parmios, Henry Pecuam, Aldershot Dec 21 at 4 Of 
Reo, Cambridge juac, H'gh st, Portsmouth 

Silverdale, Stafford, Licensed Victualler 

Of Reo, King at, Newcastle under Lyme, 


Stafford 

Pooue, James Savspgas, Blackheath, Licensed Victualler 
Dec 2i at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Garey st 

Rawxpewn, Cuantes ALFRED, Avebury, Wilts, Trainer of 
ae Dec 20 at 3 30 Off Ree, 38, Regent circus, 


Swind 
REEVEs, Gnesee, Dewsbury, Tailor nS. 2) at 11.30 Of 
Rec, Bank chmbre, ge st, Dewsbury 
Rewak, Epwarp Tx 


ain 2 Dealer 
Dec 20at11 191, Conporation st, m 


Rosrysox, Ricwarp, Fruit Merchant Deco 20 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, bay 
, Bish Dealer Deo 20 at 


Pratt, J. =a 
Dec 20 


see wT Newcastle on 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New.astle on Tyne Mt 

ms... Gsorce, Kingston upon Hull, Journeyman Joiner 
Dec 20 at 11 Off tec, Trinity House In, Hull 3 

Sumess, Oxtver, Warrington, Boot Dealer Dec 20a 
Of Ieee, Byrom st, Manchester 

Taceseem * seme Chemist Dec 2) at 1215 

Rec, 36, Princes st, Ips 

Too e ux Rosset, and Txouas Toox, Northampton, 
“, Lanes Dee 20 at 2 The George Hotel, Huntingdon 

ee... Tuomas, Carlton, “y Joiner Deo20 at ll 
of ff Reo, 4, Castle pl, P: Park st, Nottingham a 

Watsvry, Rescer, Bihep Auskbad. Durham, Tailor Dec 
Qvat3 Off Keo, 3, Manor Manor pl, Sunderland 

W. " .. am Rosert, Overton, nr Marlborough, 
“Wit Biacka ith Dec 20 at 3 Of Reo, 8, Regent 

2p, Hear Winchmore Hill, Builder Dec 

Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

¥ png toe Youxese, Barrow in Furness, 
ogo Dec 20 at 11 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 


wee 


ed notice substituted for tha’ in 
os Lert, ee Gencthe of Nov et 


Jinsox, Wiiu1am, Beilby, York, Farmer 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


G Saerntap, Dar Tronmonger 
a Pet Nov 6 Ord Dee? 


Bap, ABRawa™, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff PetNor23 Ord 
out, Farmer York Pet 

Deos 
Bovsos, Sasnem, Blackburn, Joiner Blackburn Pet Oct 


Baoapex. Epwaev Wrutam, Bradford, Wholeale Salt 
Merohant Bradford Pet Deo8 Ord Deo 8 


Baows. James Paxwey, Portsmouth, Bookmaker Porte- 
mouth Pe 3 


Coors Atannr Janne ial 
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aa Wittiram, Swansea, Clerk Swansea Pet Dec 9 
bess oe B, Dean st,Soho HighCourt Pet Septit 
eo 
Dowat, Jouy rpeth mans, Victoria, Theatrical 
‘hie Court Pet Nov2 Ord Dec9 
Deas gin « a Boot Factor Plymouth 
Pet Nov3 Ord De 

Dunsin, Grorce Henny, Aberaman, yaa Fish Mer- 
chant Aberdare Pet Dec8 Ord Dec8 

East, Percy Gorpox, Wandsworth, Hay Salesman High 
Court PetOct 24 Ord Dec8 

no = ¥ oe Insurance Agent Canterbury 

ec 8 
Busty, Paaxors Mans yi Folkestone, Milliner Canterbury 
rd 
FLetcHes, “anc EE od Stockport, homie, 
oun ed Victualler Steckport Pet Noy17 Ord Dec 


Fuertu, Rupoir, and Wiiiiam Tomas Tayior, Moor- 
- Fd. bldgs, ‘Stock Brokers High Court Pet Aug 14 
7 


Ger, Joux Epwarp, Leek, Stafford, Mineral Water Manu- 
factmer Macclesfield Pet Nov 2t Ord Dec8 

Haumowp, Manx, ne. en, Coal Merchant 

Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 

Hopesor, SoLomon Crace, Workington, Cumberland, House 
Furnisher Cockermouth Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 

James, Jonn Gitrs, Wymrswold, Leicester, Cattle Dealer 
Leicester Pet Dec9 O1d Deo 9 

Joxzs, Wiittam, Swansea, Gents’ Mercer Swans:a Pet 
Dec8 O:d 8 


Kipser, om Louis, Watney st, ~~ cena rd, 
Baker High Court Pet Dec6 Ord Dee 

Kiresy, Joux, West Hartlepool, Cycle ety Sunderland 
Pet Nov4 Ord Dec7 


Lacey, Jzaryiz, aa, Bucke, Fancy Dealer Aylesbury 
Pet Sept 30 Ord Dec 


Macwitur, Joux, Rock Fe erry, poise, Meat Salesman 
Birkenhead Pet Nov30 Ord Dec 

Nicutixcarr, Joszeru, Kingston pean Hull, Wholerale 
Grocer Kingston upon Hull Pet Dec9 Ord Dec9 

Nicatixcare, Wiii1am, Kingston upon HulJ, Wholesale 
Grocer Kingston upon Hull Pet Dec7 Ord Dec 7 


Patrersox, James, Sparkbrook, Birmingham BirmirgLam 
Pet Nov 11 Ord Dec6 

Pirz, Wu11am Wittcress, Old Kent rd, Carpenter High 
Court Pet Dec4 Ord Dec7 

Parseiz. Wititsm. Folkestone, Confectioner Canterbury 
Pet Dec8 Ord Dec8 

Rawpe.t, Cuantes Atrzep, Avebury, Wilts, Trriner of 
Racehorses Swindon Pet Dec7 Ord Des7 

Reeves, Georce, Dewsbury, Tailor Dewsbury Pet Dec 9 
Ord Dec 9 

Rosissox, Ferpenicx, Nottingham, Jonsmeymen Brick- 

Nottingham Pet Dee 9 Ord Dec 

Seessoon, Ricuarp. Leeds, Fruit Merchant Leeds Pet 
Dee? Ord Dec7 

Rose, Joszra Cuaries, Romse 7,5 =~ yee on, Baker 
Southampton Pet Dec9 On 

Rosgx, Sauvet, Waterloo rj, Tobacco Dealer High Court 
Pet Nov 13 Ord Dec7 

Reuz am a yp e on ar Fish Dealer 
Newcastle Pet Ord De: 

ete co Sines Eras GRANVILLE, 

Farmer Canterbury Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 

Suaxesrzaze, Wii11am, Norton Canes, Stafford, Builder 
Waleall Pet Novi6é Ord Dec7 

Sareips, Ausert Exes, a paapeente Accountant 
Bradford Pet Nov7 

Sozngy, Tuomas, Plymouth, Sees Desler Plymouth Pet 
Dec7 Ord Dec7 


Szary-Vivat, 
Chartham, 


Uex. Wittiam, and Jou» Une, Seaton, nr Workington, 
Builders kermouth Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 

Wiurams, Jons, Lwynyci, nr Bala, Farmer Wrexham 
Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 

Wircomss, Hzsnr, Pilton, Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper 
Wells Pet DecS Ord Dec8 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soricirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 


| ADVANCE MONEY on 


MORTCACES. MORTCACES. MORTCACES. 
REQUIRED, 
Sums of £400 to £500 at 43 per cent. 


For ATTRACTIVE Sens « on } ogee Suburban 
Estate. Separate 


Paatete or Solicitors with available Funds are asked to 
communicate with Owners’ agents, Messrs. MATTHEWS, 
Matthews, & Goopman, Auctioneers, Surveyors, and 
Valuers, 35, Bucklersbury, E.C. Tel. No. 104 Bank. 


RIVATE SECRETARY.—Young Gentle- 
man, Lants., holding responsible position, well- 
educated and thoroughly conversant with every class of 
clerical work, Desires Engagement as Private Secretary 
and Companion; could supply highest references as to 
character, ability, &¢ —Address 8. 708, care of “ Solicitors’ 
Journal”’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, w.c > 








AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 


8. d. 
Abstracts Copied «« + © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts 2 3 per 20 folios 
Deeds Round Hand ° ee © 2 per folio, 
Deeds A’ eee . 2 O per sheet. 
Full Copies «. 0 2 per folio. 
PAPER. —Foolscap, 14. “per Fay Draft, $d. ditto 


Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Seestichateet Holborn, E.C. 





HE LONDON and WESTMINSTER 
LOAN & DISCOUNT COMPANY (Ltd.) (Est. 1856). 
Offices : 63, St. Martin’s-lane, W.C., & 43, London-wall, E. 
rsona] securit' , furniture, leases, 
life policies, &c., repayable, INCLUDIN' ’ INTEREST : 
£10 One Year, Weekly’ £0 ‘ ‘ Monthly £019 3 


£20 ” ” ” £117 6 
£30 % <a fF Oe ” £216 3 
£50 se » mens ‘ £413 9 
£100 ” £2 2 4 £9 7 6 
Larger sums in proportion. Moderate tates for bills of 
ale oe on application to Secretary. (No 
D 











requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


OANS ADVANCED, at moderate interest, 
4 on Freeholds and long Leaseholds.—Apply, Manacen, 
Star Life Assurance Society, 32, Moorgate- street. 





TO PARENTS and GUARDIANS.—A 

Dental Sargeon, holding public appointment and in 
a high-class private practice (health resort), has Vacancy for 
@ youn ae leman — indcor pupil; exc sptional opportuni- 
ties of learning; good home surroundings ; ; moderate 
pretium toa suitableapplicant. —Address, DenTaLSurceox, 
care of *‘ Solicitors’ Journal,” 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





HARING CROSS (facing Trafalgar- 
square),—The bs mad Part of K' attractive Modern 





Lareery comprising tionally well- 
lighted Fioors TO be LET asa whole, or will be divided ; 

electric passen: lift; separate entrance and eve: con- 
venience.— Ful Co., 


perticulare of Fareseoruesr, Exuis, 


29, Fleet-street, B.C. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement ent, 

to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 

to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the 1 insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&e., and to solicit their continued .— NB. 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory — to ‘and Dis- 
solutions of Partnership, wit necessary Declaration. 
of “London Gazette” = for free reference. By 


LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSION: 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply 
J. HARCOURT SMITH, 
The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCOUNTANT, 
Gi & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
N.B.—Vacancies om asaaes § Cate. Good Mortgage 





SUN 


FUNDS IN HAND 


FIRS OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 


LAW COURTS [RTS BRANCH: 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
£2,563,000. 






40, CHANCERY LANE, We, 





FLLEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LiMiTED, 


LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pagiiamentaky Biris, Minutes or Evipence, Booxs op 
REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, ANSWERS, &0., &€, 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NBEWSPAPHBRS, 


Aed all General and Commercial Work, 


Every description of Printing. 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER, 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDUN, E.¢, 





arms in 


Pictures. 


representing a moth 


plexing playlet. Burmese Gon 
A Mystery of the air. 


purpose. 
Great Ja apanese Ju; 


at 3 an 
ASKELYNE — ¥ “DEVANT’S 


MYSTERIES. 
Maskelyne and Cooke's.) 


(Late 
8T. GEORGE’S HALL, LANGHAM PLACE, Ww. 


Unique Entertainment. 


A 
MASCOT MOTH : Mr. David Devant, in full g'are of the 
footlights, and without aid of covers, graspsa living woman, 
shrivels into es in his 


, who 
less than one second. Bartgnind Hive: 
Who’s who? 


Syph: 


Mystic Kettle : Quenches any thirst. 


Mental gnetism: An uncanny 
ng Séance. Shades of Shifters: Pantomime witha 
. Artist’s Dream: A Poetical Illusion. M. Gintaro, 
ler. Animated Photographs: Newest 





THE LATE DR. T. J. 


MADAME TUSSAUD’S ROUMANIAN BAND. 
Admission, 1s. Children under 12,6d. Open lv wu 10, 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
LIFELIRE PORTRAIT MODELS of 


HENRY IRVING, 
BARNAERDO. 





under 
* Col 


COLISEUM, Charing Cross. — 


HE 
= THREE PERFORMANCES DAILY, at 3, 6, and 
9pm. The 6 o’clock 
that at 3 and 9 o’clock. 
and reserved. Stamped 


e is entirely different from 
seats in all parts are numbered 
addressed envelopes should accom- 


ications for seats. Prices: Boxes, 


pany all postal ap 

£2 2s., £1 11s. 6d., aud £1 1s. ; fauteuils, 10s. 6d. , and 7s. 6d. ; 
stalls bs., 4s., 38. ‘and 2s 
tier, 1s. 3, balcony, 6d 
12 half-price to all fauteuils and stalls. Telegrams, 
liseum, London. 


(T one 7,699 Gerrard), Chilaren 


8. 
(Telephone 7,689 Gergana) ; grand 





iuadeo JUNI 





| appointment. 


Roza ITALIAN CIRCUS (‘‘Hengler’s”), 
xford-circus, W.—DAILY, at 3 and 8. 
PERFORMING | AN 


Over 200 


ARTMALS. | 
10. Tel. 4 Gerrard, 
UNION, 8 Goctety's latest pet, “At oene ” Daily, 
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; PROBATE 


y ee f_ 


The Members of the LEGAL PROFE. 








te 


requiring Valuations. 


a 
Vadben ore 


[— 











VALUATIONS 
SPINK & SON, 


So - S A \ ie ¢ 2» 








1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, E.C., and 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, 


ESTABLISHED 


LONDON, W. 
1772, 











This ( 
HM. COU! 


The ‘ 
ACOIDE! 
Capital Sur 


Policies a 
men’s Com 
and at Com 
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19, LOMI 


Te 
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